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Kendrick L. Moxon, SBN 128240 
LAW OFFICE OF KENDRICK 
L. MOXON. P.C. 

3500 West Olive Ave., Ste. 300 
Burbank, CA 91505 
Telephone: (818) 827-7104 
kmoxon@kmoxonlaw.com 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNT Y OF MARIN 

Case No. CV 021632 


EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
RENEWAL OF EXPIRED BODY 
ATTACHMENT AND WARRANT 
OF ARREST 

Date: October 26, 2020 

Time: 9:00 am 

Dept.: B, Hon. James Chou 


Plaintiff Church of Scientology International respectfully applies ex parte for the 
renewal of a Body Attachment and Warrant of Arrest against defendant Gerald Armstrong 
(“Armstrong”) for his continued, intentional and notorious violation of the Court’s Orders 
and the Permanent Injunction issued in this case. Three different judges from this Court 
have found Armstrong in contempt and all three have issued warrants. Although a Body 
Attachment and Warrant of Arrest was last issued by the Hon. Lynn Duryee, previously 
assigned this case, it expired without enforcement when Armstrong fled the jurisdiction. He 
has continued to violate the Court’s orders from outside the jurisdiction, publicly announcing 
that he has no intention of complying with the Court s rulings. 

This application for renewal ol the warrant is being broughl ex parte in light of new 
information that Mr. Armstrong intends to return to California before the end of the month, 
at w hich time a warrant can be served upon this contumacious man before he again flees the 
jurisdiction and the country. 


CHURCH OF SCIENT OLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

GERALD ARMSTRONG 

Defendant. 


Application for Renewal of Warrant of Arrest 
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Notice has been provided to the defendant via email communications, on October 22, 

2020, i.e., prior to 10:00am on the day before the hearing scheduled for October 26 lh . The 

notice was provided via email to Mr. Armstrong at Gerry@gerryarmstrong.org, and by US 

Mail, postage prepaid to: 

Gerald Armstrong 
#2-46298 Yale Road 
Chilliwack. B.C. 

V2P 2P6. Canada 


Mr. Armstrong’s phone number as of November 2019, was 604-703-1373. I have 
no further email or phone for him. The Court’s ex parte instructions and hearing 
procedures were supplied to him via email. 

This application is supported by the Declaration of Kendrick Moxon (Ex. A), the 
exhibits attached thereto and argument set forth in the accompanying Memorandum of Points 
and Authorities. 
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 
I - INTRODUCTION 

Defendant Gerald Armstrong (“Armstrong”) has repeatedly been held in contempt of 
this Court's Orders over a period of 23 years between 1997 and the 2007 and evaded prior 
warrants issued for his arrest for such misconduct by the Hon. Gary Thomas, the Hon. 

Vernon Smith and the Hon. Lynn Duryee. 

In October of 2007, Judge Duryee, assigned this case at the time, again found 
Armstrong in contempt for new and further violations of Court orders and issued a Body 
Attachment and Warrant of Arrest and ordered that the jail time imposed on the prior orders 
be served. Armstrong learned of the warrant and evaded arrest by fleeing the country at that 
time and the Warrant expired. Since then, he has continued to flaunt the Court’s orders from 
various locations, stated the Court was powerless to restrain him and proceeded to continue 
to violate the Permanent Injunction herein. On information and belief. Armstrong will return 
to California and violate the Court's Orders before the end of the month. 

No motion practice is appropriate for the issuance of the Body Attachment per se. As 
the only means available to attempt to acquire compliance with Court rulings, plaintiff 
applies for the issuance of a renewed warrant for Armstrong’s arrest ex parte as upon on 
formation and belief, Armstrong is returning to California before the end of the month. 

II - STATEMENT OF FACTS 

To end long and contentious litigation. Gerald Armstrong and the Church of 
Scientology International (“CST'), entered into a settlement agreement in 1986, pursuant to 
which Armstrong received $800,000, dismissed certain legal claims against the Church and 
agreed, inter alia, to forego public criticism of the Scientology religion and its leadership and 
to avoid voluntarily participating in litigation against Scientology churches. The agreement 
provided for liquidated damages for each breach of the contract. Armstrong subsequently 
and over a period of years repeatedly and openly breached the agreement. When CSI 
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1 obtained a permanent injunction against further breaches on October 17, 1995, (Ex. B), 

2 Armstrong contemptuously disobeyed the Injunction and publicly defamed former Judge 

3 Gary Thomas by alleging that he had either been bribed or extorted to explain his ruling 

4 against Armstrong. Armstrong even appeared in public and on television and radio to 

5 publicly attack the Churches and their leadership, announcing with glee that he was violating 

6 the Courts' Orders by doing so. 

7 In June 1997, in litigation in which Armstrong appeared in California, he was found 

8 in contempt of court by Judge Thomas for intentional violations of the Permanent Injunction, 

9 lined $1,000 and sentenced to 2 days of incarceration. (Ex. C.) Armstrong failed to turn 
1 o himself in, and a bench warrant was issued for his arrest on August 6 , 1997. (Ex. D.) 

1 ] Armstrong fled the jurisdiction and proceeded to enter into a flagrant campaign of 

12 further violations of that Order and the Injunction from Canada and elsewhere. Thus, in 
] 3 February of 1998, Armstrong was found in further contempt of the Court’s injunction by 

14 Judge Thomas and sentenced to a further period of incarceration of 26 days. (Ex. E.) He fled 

15 again, and a bench warrant was issued for his arrest on July 15. 1998 by Judge Vernon 

16 Smith, who had inherited the case. (Ex. F.) 

17 These Orders had no effect upon Armstrong’s conduct. Indeed, if anything, he was 

18 only more contumacious, acting outside California to violate the injunctions hundreds of 

19 times. Thus, a further Order of Contempt was issued against him on July 12, 2001 by Judge 

20 Vernon Smith. (Ex. G.) That order too was avoided, and a further trial for contempt went 

21 forward in April 2004 before Judge Lynne Duryee, who was then assigned the case. No 

22 warrant was pending at the time of trial. Judge Duryee found that Armstrong repeatedly and 

23 intentionally violated the injunction, again found him in contempt and sentenced him to 5 

24 more days of incarceration. However, the Court also ruled that in light of Armstrong’s 

25 appearance in Marin following his prior flight from the jurisdiction, the prior sentences and 

26 Judge Duryee’s own sentence would be deemed served. 

27 Armstrong announced victory, determined he was free to flaunt the mercy of the 

28 Court, the injunction and contempt with impunity and proceeded immediately to do so. 
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Lacking further recourse to affect Armstrong’s misconduct, CSI appealed Judge Duryee’s 
rulings purging the prior contempt sentences. The Court of Appeals reversed in October 
2005, finding that the Superior Court lacked jurisdiction to alter the sentences imposed in the 
prior contempt proceedings. (2005WL 2660430) (Ex. H, p. 5.) The Court of Appeals also 
concluded that the Court’s “judgment here discharging the bench warrants on the contempt 
citations on June 5, 1997 and February 20, 1998 and deeming the sentences served was in 
error.” Id., p. 6. The Court of Appeals considered the settlement funds paid to Armstrong, 
his assertions of alleged constitutional rights to keep the money and breach the settlement 
agreement, and his lengthy history of violations of the Permanent Injunction. The quoted 
operative language from the agreement for which Armstrong was well paid, and which he 
repeatedly violated, stating: 

Paragraph 7.D. provides in relevant part: “Plaintiff [Armstrong] agrees never 
to create or publish or attempt to publish, and/or assist another to create for 
publication by means of magazine, article, book or other similar form, any 
writing or to broadcast or to assist another to create, write., film or video tape 
or audio tape any show, program or movie, or to grant interviews or discuss 
with others, concerning their experiences with the Church of Scientology, or 
concerning their personal or indirectly acquired knowledge or information 
concerning the Church of Scientology, L. Ron Hubbard or any of the 

organizations, individuals and entities listed in Paragraph l above. 

Plaintiff agrees that if the terms of this paragraph are breached by him, that 
CSI and the other Releasees would be entitled to liquidated damages in the 
amount of $50,000 for each such breach... The amount of liquidated 
damages herein is an estimate of the damages that each party would suffer in 
the event this Agreement is breached. The reasonableness of the amount of 
such damages [is] hereto acknowledged by Plaintiff.” 

Id., footnote 1. 

The Court of Appeals further ruled, “The trial court is directed to reinstate the 
sentences previously imposed on Armstrong for the contempt citations of June 5, 1997 and 
February 20, 1998 and to reinstate the fine on the third contempt citation.” Id., p. 7. 

Armstrong filed a petition for certiorari, which was rejected by the California 
Supreme Court and the remittitur issued on January 12, 2006. 
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Following the Court of Appeals mandate, Judge Duryee reinstated Armstrong's 
contempt citations and jail sentences for a combined 28 days. Judge Duryee also entered a 
Body Attachment and Warrant of Arrest on October 17, 2007, which was set to expire on 
October 5, 2010. (Ex. I.) 

However, Armstrong again fled the jurisdiction and the warrant was not executed 
before it expired. Armstrong has since proven to be incorrigible, and continues to commit 
violations of the injunction from outside the jurisdiction. For example, on September 13, 
2019, Armstrong appeared on a podcast, making various derogatory assertions regarding 
Scientology and L. Ron Hubbard. (Ex. J, excerpts of transcript). In it, Armstrong concedes 
that he has five websites in which he makes supposed revelations concerning Scientology, 
and that he is subject to a permanent injunction, “and there are jail sentences awaiting me in 
California." {Id., pg. 3 bracketed) 

Another example is an emailed article on July 24, 2020, posted as of October 16, 2020 
on an anti-Scientology blog, “Scientology Black Propaganda Explained by Gerry 
Armstrong.” (Ex. K.) On his own website, //gerryarmstrong.ca, he has a number of posted 
articles, all of which are derogatory of Scientology, calling Scientology “Luciderianism" and 
other topics. (Ex. L.) 

On one of several websites utilized by Mr. Armstrong (http://gerryarmstrong.org/ 
50grand /disclaimer.html), on a “Legal Disclaimer,’ - downloaded on October 16, 2020, he 
includes many references to commentary regarding Scientology that violate the bargained- 
for settlement and the Court’s Permanent Injunction enforcing that settlement, and that this is 
his knowing intention: 
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This is an entirely non-commercial site. Its content is intended to be critical 
of the human and civil rights violations, abuses, fraud and criminality of the 
Scientology enterprise. If we failed in this intention, we apologize... 

We are fully aware that many documents herein, and gerryarmstrong.org 
itself, are prima facie violations of an Injunction the Scientology cult 
obtained in California Superior Court against Gerry Armstrong and anyone 
acting in concert with him. It is our conviction, however, that said Injunction 
is illegal, legally unenforceable, a legally impermissible violation of our civil 
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rights to freedom of speech, freedom of religion, freedom of assembly, due 
process and freedom from slavery .... 

We are aware that any help the site might be to people abused or persecuted 
by Scientology or to these victims’ attorneys is also prohibited by the 
Injunction the cult obtained in California. Such a prohibition, we also 
believe, is illegal and legally unenforceable, and we believe that we are 
morally and legally justified in providing whatever assistance to wogs ® or to 
Scientologists that the site can in any way be. 

(Exhibit M.) 

The “50grand" reference in the website disclaimer name, refers to a provision in the 
Permanent Injunction for $50,000 as liquidated damages for violations of the Permanent 
Injunction. In short, the disclaimer is a taunt that he will continue violating this Court's 
Injunction - from outside the jurisdiction. 

However, on a limited distribution anti-Scientology website called “Why We Protest,” 
it was posted on October 17 th . that Armstrong is coming in person to San Francisco at the 
end of the month for an “anti-Scientology lecture/conference.” (Ex. N.) Thus, while his 
travels over the past several years are not known, now, at least, he has revealed that he will 
be in the area and within the jurisdiction of the California Courts for further violations of the 
Court’s injunction before fleeing again to the apparent safety of Canada. 


Ill - CONCLUSION 


CS1 accordingly moves for issuance of a Body Attachment and Warrant of Arrest, in 
the form provided herewith as an effort to enforce this Court’s many orders and the mandate 
of the Court of Appeals. 


Dated: October 22, 2020 



Kendrick Modern 

Counsel for Cnurch of Scientology 
International 
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ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY (Name, address and telephone #): 

Kendrick Moxon 

3500 West Olive Ave, Ste 300 

Burbank, CA 91505 

FOR COURT USE ONLY 

STATE BAR NO: 128240 

attorney for (Name): Church of Scientology International 


MARIN COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT 

3501 Civic Center Drive 

P.O. Box 4988 

San Rafael. CA 94913-4988 


PETITIONER / PLAINTIFF: Church of Scientology International 


RESPONDENT / DEFENDANT: Gerald Armstrong 


BODY ATTACHMENT AND WARRANT OF ARREST 

CASE NUMBER: 

CV 021632 


TO THE SHERIFF OF THE COUNTY OF Marin or any other California county W | TH(N THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 

YOU ARE COMMANDED TO ARREST (name): Gerald Armstrong _ 

and bring him/her before this Court for the setting of bail in the amount of the warrant or to release on the person's own 
recognizance. Any person so arrested shall be released from custody if he/she cannot be brought before the court within 12 
hours of arrest, and the person shall not be arrested if the court will not be in session during the 12-hour period following the 
arrest. You are further commanded to make your arrest between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. and not on 
Saturdays, Sundays or holidays. 

I | Approved for nighttime service. (Penal Code § 840) 

PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION AND ADDRESS OF PERSON TO BE ARRESTED: 

Sex: 0 M Q F Height: 5 8 _ Weight: 1^0 _ Hair Color: Brown _Eye Color: Hazel _ 

Race: white Age: _^3_ Date of Birth: 10/18/46 other: beard _ 

The last known address of the person to be arrested is: #2-46298 Yale Road, Chilliwac, B.C., V2P 2P6, Canada _ 

URGENCY FINDING: 

a. Q The court finds that urgency and materiality dictates the person’s immediate presence in court which precludes the 

use of the promise to appear process as provided in Code of Civil Procedure § 1993(b)(11). 

b. O The court makes no finding as to the urgency and materiality, therefore, this person may be released upon a 

promise to appear as follows: DATE:_TIME:_LOCATION:_ 

REASON FOR ARREST: 

Failing to appear on_, pursuant to the subpoena or court order, served on_. 

Failing to appear on_, for order of examination (CCP §§ 491.160, 708.170) served on __. 

Failure of witness to attend hearing (CCP § 1993) on_, served on_ 

Failure to Appear Notice was not issued due to the urgency of the person's immediate presence. (CCP § 1993(a)(2)) 
Other (specify): multiple sentences of contempt and p rior warrants not served 

BAIL: Set at _. 

EXPIRATION: This warrant will expire on the date of the hearing stated above or, if no hearing is set, on 10/26/2023 

Executed at San Rafael, California 
On:__ 

JUDICIAL OFFICER OF THE SUPERIOR COURT 


a □ 

b. □ 

c. □ 
d- □ 
e. 0 


CV016 


BODY ATTACHMENT AND WARRANT OF ARREST 


Rev. 5/27/15 
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PROOF OF SERVICE 


I hereby certify that the foregoing EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR RENEWAL OF 
EXPIRED BODY ATTACHMENT AND WARRANT OF ARREST was served via mail to 
Gerald Armstrong 
#2-46298 Yale Road 
Chilliwack, B.C. 

V2P 2P6, Canada 

and vie email at 
G errv @ gerr v ar m stron u.oru , 

on October 22, 2020, along with instructions from the Court’s website for appearances in ex 
parte and civil matters via zoom. 

Signed and declared under the penalty of perjury of the State of California, this 22nd 
day of October, 2020. in Glendale. Califorr : ° 



Kendrick Moxon 


7 











1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


Kendrick L. Moxon. SBN 128240 
LAW OFFICE OF KENDRICK 
L. MOXON, P.C. 

3500 West Olive Ave., Ste. 300 
Burbank, CA 91505 
Telephone: (818) 827-7104 
kmoxon(3)kmoxonlaw.com 


Attorney for Defendant 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF MARIN 

Case No. CV 021632 


DECLARATION OF KENDRICK 
MOXON IN SUPPORT OF EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
RENEWAL OF EXPIRED BODY 
ATTACHMENT AND WARRANT 
OF ARREST 


Kendrick Moxon, hereby declares and states: 

1. I make the following statements of my own personal knowledge, and if called 
upon to testify thereto, could and would do so competently. 

2. I am counsel to Plaintiff Church of Scientology International in this action. As 
such, 1 have been involved in litigation with Gerald Armstrong on behalf of the Church for 
more than 30 years and can authenticate each of the exhibits appended hereto. I emailed 
Gerald Armstrong a copy of the ex parte application on October 22, 2020, for a hearing 
scheduled on October 26, 2020. This was sent to him at the email address, 
Gerald@geraldarmstrong.org. which he used in email correspondence with me in November 
2019. I also mailed the papers to his address at that time at 2-46298 Yale Road 
Chilliwack. BC V2P 2P6. Canada. His phone number at that time was 604-703-1373. 

3. To end long and contentious litigation, Gerald Armstrong and the Church of 
Scientology International entered into a settlement agreement in 1986, pursuant to which 


Declaration of Kendrick Moxon 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL, 


Plaintiff, 
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Armstrong received $800,000, dismissed certain legal claims and agreed, inter alia , to forego 
public criticism of the Scientology religion and its leadership. The agreement provided for 
liquidated damages for each breach of the contract. Armstrong repeatedly and openly 
breached the agreement. CSI obtained a permanent injunction against further breaches on 
October 17, 1995. A true and correct copy is appended hereto as Exhibit B. 

4. In June 1997, Armstrong appeared in California and was found in contempt of 
court by Judge Gary Thomas for intentional violations of the Permanent Injunction, fined 
$1,000 and sentenced to 2 days of incarceration. A true and correct copy of which is 
appended hereto as Exhibit C. He evaded arrest. 

5. Armstrong failed to turn himself in, and a bench warrant was issued for his 
arrest on August 6, 1997. A true and correct copy of which is appended hereto as Exhibit D. 
Armstrong fled the jurisdiction. 

6. In February of 1998. Armstrong was found in further contempt of the Court's 
injunction and sentenced to a further period of incarceration of 26 days. A true and correct 
copy of the Order is appended hereto as Exhibit E. 

7. He fled again, and a bench warrant was issued for his arrest on July 15, 2008 
by Judge Vernon Smith. A true and correct copy is appended hereto as Exhibit F. 

8. A further Order of Contempt was issued against him by Judge Vernon Smith 
on July 12, 2001. A true and correct copy of the Order is appended hereto as Exhibit Ex. G. 

9. A further trial for contempt went forward in April 2004 before Judge Lynn 
Duryee. who was then assigned the case. No warrant was outstanding at the time. Judge 
Duryee found that Armstrong repeatedly and intentionally violated the injunction, again 
found him in contempt and sentenced him to an additional 5 days of incarceration. However, 
the Court ruled that in light of his appearance following his flight from the jurisdiction, both 
the prior sentences and Judge Duryee’s own sentence would be deemed served. The Court of 
Appeals reversed on October 2005. finding that the Superior Court lacked jurisdiction to 
alter the sentences imposed in the prior proceedings. A true and correct copy of this ruling is 
appended hereto as Exhibit Ex. H. 


1 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


10. Following the Court of Appeals mandate. Judge Duryee reinstated Armstrong’s 
contempt and jail sentences for a combined 28 days. Judge Duryee also entered a Body 
Attachment and Warrant of Arrest on October 17, 2007, which was set to expire on October 
5, 2010. A true and correct copy of this warrant is appended hereto as Exhibit Ex. I. 

11. On September 13, 2019, Armstrong appeared on a podcast, making various 
derogatory assertions regarding Scientology and L. Ron Hubbard. A true and correct copy of 
excerpts of this broadcast is appended hereto as Exhibit Ex. J. 

12. In a communication dated July 24. 2020, posted as of October 16. 2020 on an 
anti-Scientology blog, Armstrong wrote “Scientology Black Propaganda Explained by Gerry 
Armstrong.” A true and correct copy of this writing is appended hereto as Exhibit Ex. K. 

13. On his own website, //gerryarmstrong.ca, he has a number of posted articles, 
all of which are derogatory of Scientology, calling Scientology “Luciderianism" and other 
topics. A true and correct copy is appended hereto as Exhibit Ex. L. 

14. On one of several websites utilized by Mr. Armstrong 
(http://gerryarmstrong.org/ 50grand /disclaimer.html), on a “Legal Disclaimer,” downloaded 
on October 16. 2020. he publishes many references to commentary regarding Scientology 
that violate the Court's Permanent Injunction enforcing that settlement. A true and correct 
copy of is appended hereto as Exhibit Ex. M. 

15. On a limited distribution anti-Scientology website called “Why We Protest,” it 
was posted on October 17, 2020, that Armstrong is coming in person to San Francisco at the 
end of the month to for an “anti-Scientology lecture/conference.” A true and correct copy is 
appended hereto as Exhibit Ex. N. 

I declare under the penalty of perjury of the laws of the state of California that the 
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Exhibit B 




Andrew H. Wilson, SBN 063209 
WILSON, RYAN & CAMPILONGO 
115 Sansome Street 
Fourth Floor 

San Francisco, California 94104 
(415} 391-3900 
Telefax: (415) 954-0938 
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Laurie J. Bartilson, SBN 139220 

MOXON & BARTILSON 

6255 Sunset Boulevard, Suite 2000 

Hollywood, CA 90028 

(213) 960-1936 

Telefax: (213) 953-3351 


Attorneys for Plaintiff 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF MARIN 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY ) CASE NO. BC 157680 . / 

INTERNATIONAL, a California not-for-profit) S'/*/T / 0 // 7 / / fS' 

religious corporation, ! TCnQFQ&CD] 40 ^' * / / 


Plaintiff, 


) ORDER OF PERMANENT 
) INJUNCTION 


) DATE: October 6, 1995 
) TIME: 9:00 a.m. 

) DEPT: 1 


GERALD ARMSTRONG; DOES 1 through 
25, Inclusive, 


) TRIAL DATE: Vacated 


Defendants. 


This matter came on for hearing on October 6, 1995, on motion of plaintiff 
Church of Scientology International ("the Church") for Summary Adjudication of 
the Twentieth Cause of Action of the Second Amended Complaint. Plaintiff 
Church of Scientology International appeared by its attorneys, Andrew H. Wilson 
of Wilson, Ryan & Campilongo and Laurie J. Bartilson of Bowles & Moxon, 
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defendant Armstrong appeared by his attorney, Ford Greene. Having read and 
considered the moving and opposing papers, and the evidence and arguments 
presented therein and at the hearing, and good cause appearing: 

IT IS ORDERED; 

The Church's motion for summary adjudication of the twentieth cause of 
action of the Second Amended Complaint is GRANTED. The Court finds that there 
is no triable issue of material fact as to any of the following: 

1. Plaintiff and defendant freely and voluntarily entered into a Mutual 
Release of All Claims and Settlement Agreement ("Agreement") in December, 
1986. 


11 | 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


2. Plaintiff performed all of its obligations pursuant to the Agreement. 

3. Defendant Armstrong received substantial consideration for the 
promises which he made in the Agreement. 

4. Since 1990, defendant Armstrong has repeatedly breached 
paragraphs 7(D), 7(E), 7(H), 7(G), 10. 18(D) and 20 of the Agreement. 

5. Between 1991 and the present, Armstrong breached paragraphs 7(G), 
7(H) and 10 of the Agreement by providing voluntary assistance, exclusive of 
testimony made pursuant to a valid subpoena, to the following private individuals, 
each of whom was pressing a claim or engaged in litigation with plaintiff and/or 
one or more of the designated beneficiaries of the Agreement: 

* Vicki and Richard Aznaran, anti-Scientology litigants in the case of 
Vicki Aznaran. et al. v. Church of Scientology International . United States 
District Court for the Central District of California, Case No. CV 88-1786 
(JMI) [Sep.St.Nos. 11-16]; 

* Joseph A. Yanny, anti-Scientology litigant in the case of Religious 
Technology Center et al. v. Joseph Yannv. et al. . Los Angeles Superior 
Court No. C 690211 and Religious Technology Center et_al. v. Joseph 
Yannv. et al.. Los Angeles Superior Court No. BC 033035 [Sep.St.Nos. 17- 
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* Malcolm Nothling, anti-Scientology litigant in the matter between 
Malcolm Nothling and the Church of Scientology in South Africa, Adi Codd, 
Diane Kemp, Glen Rollins; Supreme Court of South Africa (Witwatzbsrand 
Local Division) Case No. 19221/88. [Sep.St.Nos. 21-24]; 

* Reader's Digest Corporation, anti-Scientology litigant in the case of 
Church of Scientology of Lausanne vs. Kiosk AG. Basel, Switzerland 
[Sep.St.Nos. 25-26]; 

* Richard Behar, anti-Scientology litigant in the case of Church of 
Scientolocv International v. Time Warner, Inc,; rime Inc, -Magazine Company 
and Richard Behar . United States District Court, Southern District of New 
York, Case No. 92 Civ. 3024 PKL [Sep.St.Nos. 27-28]; 

* Steven Hunziker, anti-Scientology litigant in the case of Hunziker v. 
Applied Materials. Inc. . Santa Clara Superior Court Case No. 692629 
[Sep.St.Nos. 29-33]; 

* David Mayo, anti-Scientology litigant in the case of Religious 
Technology Center v. Robin Scott, et al.. United States District Court for the 
Central District of California, Case No. 85-711 [Sep.St.Nos. 34-35]; 

* Cult Awareness Network, anti-Scientology litigant in the case of Cult 
Awareness Network v. Church of Scientology International, et al.. Circuit 
Court of Cook County, Illinois, No. 94L804 [Sep.St.Nos. 38-39]; 

* Lawrence Woliersheim, anti-Scientology litigant In the cases of 
Lawrence Wollersheim v. Church of Scientoloov of Ca l ifornia . Los Angeles 
Superior Court Number C332027 and Church of Scientology of California v. 
Lawrence Wollersheim . Los Angeles Superior Court Number BC074815 
[Sep.St.Nos. 40-42]; 

* Ronald Lawley, anti-Scientology litigant in the cases of Religious 
Technology Center, et al. vs. Robin Scott, et al.. U.S. District Court, Central 
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District of California, Casa No. 85-711 MRP(Bx); Matter Between Church of 
Scientology Advanced Organization Saint Hill Europe and Africa, and Robin 
Scott. Ron Lawiev, Morao Bellmaine. Stephen Bisbev in the High Court of 
Justice Queen's Bench Division, Case 1984 S No. 1675; and Matter 
Between Church of Scientology Religious Education College Inc., and Nancv 
Carter. Ron Lawiev, Steven BisDev. in the High Court of Justice Queen's 
Bench Division, Case 1986 C No. 12230 [Sep.St.Nos. 43-44]; 

* Uwe Geertz and Steven Fishman, anti-Scientology litigants in the case 
of Church of Scientology international v. Steven Fishman, et al.. United 
States District Court for the Central District of California Number 91-6426 
HLH(Tx) [Sep.St.Nos. 45-46]; 

* Tidy Good, a claimant against the Church of Scientology, Mission of 
Sacramento Valley [Sep.St.Nos. 36-37]; 

* Denise Cantin, a claimant against the Church of Scientology of Orange 
County; Church of Scientology of Boston; and Church of Scientology, Flag 
Service Organization [Sep.St.Nos. 36-37]; and 

* Ed Roberts, a claimant against the Church of Scientology of 
Stevens Creek [Sep.St.Nos. 36-37]. 

6. Between 1992 and the present, Armstrong breached paragraph 7(D) 
of the Agreement by contacting media representatives, granting interviews and 
attempting to assist media representatives in the preparation for publication or 
broadcast magazine articles, newspaper articles, books, radio and television 
programs, about or concerning the Church and/or other persons and entities 
referred to in paragraph 1 of the Agreement. These media representatives 
included: 

* Cable Network News: reporter Don Knapp, in March, 1992 
[Sep.St.Nos. 47-48]; 

* American Lawyer Magazine: reporter Bill Horne, in March, 1992 
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[Sep.St.No, 49]; 

* Los Angeles Times: reporter Bob Welkos, in May, 1992; and reporter 
Joel Sappell, in June, 1993 [Sep.St.Nos. 50-51]; 

* CAN Video Interview, with anti-Scientologists "Spanky" Taylor and 
Jerry Whitfield, in November, 1992 [Sep.St.No. 523; 

* KFAX Radio: interview planned but prevented in April, 1993 
[Sep.St.No. 53]; 

* Newsweek Magazine: reporter Charles Fleming, in June, 1993 and 
August, 1993 [Sep.St.No. 54-56]; 

* Daily Journal: reporter Mike Tipping, in June, 1993 [Sep.St.No. 57]; 

* Time Magazine: reporter Richard Behar, in March, 1992 and in June, 
1993 [Sep.St.Nos. 58-59]; 

* San Francisco Recorder: reporter Jennifer Cohen, in August, 1993 
[Sep.St.No. 60]; 

* El Entertainment Network: reporter Greg Agnew, in August, 1993 
[Sep.St.No. 613; 

* WORD Radio: Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, interviewed in the fall of 1993 
[Sep.St.No. 62]; 

* St. Petersburg Times: St. Petersburg, Florida, reporter Wayne Garcia, 
in the fall of 1993 [Sep.St.No. 63]; 

* Premiere Magazine: letter to the editor, in October, 1993 [Sep.St.No. 
641; 

* Mirror-Group Newspapers: United Kingdom, in May, 1994 
[Sep.St.No. 65]; 

* Gauntlet Magazine: New York, New York, reporter Rick Cusick in 
June, 1994 [Sep.St.No. 66]; 

* Pacific Sun Newspaper: reporter Rick Sine, in June and July, 1994 
[Sep.St.No. 67]; 
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* Disney Cable: reporter Marsha Nix, in August, 1994 [Sep.St.No. 68]; 

and 

* Tom Voftz: Swiss author writing a book about Scientology, in 

October, 1994 [Sep.St.No. 69]. 

7. Between 1992 and the present, Armstrong breached paragraph 7(D) 
of the Agreement by preparing and distributing at least three manuscripts 
concerning his claimed experiences in and with Scientology, including a treatment 
for a screenplay which he intends to turn into a film [Sep.St.Nos.70-71]. 

8. Between 1991 and the present, Armstrong further breached 
paragraph 7(D) of the Agreement by disclosing his claimed experiences in or with 
Scientology to each of the following persons or groups, not previously identified: 
Robert Lobsinger [Sep.St.No. 72J; the New York Times [Sep.St.No. 73]; Toby 
Plevin, Stuart Culter, Anthony Laing, Kent Burtner, and Margaret Singer 
[Sep.St.No. 74]; Priscilla Coates [Sep.St.No. 75]; Omar Garrison [Sep.St.No. 76]; 
Vaughn and Stacy Young [Sep.St.No. 77]: a Stanford University psychology class 
[Sep.St.No. 78]; attendees at the 1992 Cult Awareness Network Convention 
[Sep.St.No. 79]; and Hana Whitfield [Sep.St.No. 80]. 

9. Defendant Armstrong has reiterated numerous times that he intends 
to continuing breaching the Agreement unless he is ordered by the Court to cease 
and desist [Sep.St.Nos. 87-97]. 

10. Plaintiff's legal remedies are inadequate insofar as the scope of the 
relief ordered below is concerned. Tamarind Lithography Workshop. Inc, v. Sanders 
(1983) 143 Cal.App.3d 571. 577-578, 193 CaI.Rptr. 409, 413. 

Accordingly, the Court finds that entry of a permanent injunction in this 
action is necessary in this action because pecuniary compensation could not afford 
the Church adequate relief, and the restraint is necessary in order to prevent a 
multiplicity of actions for breach of contract. Civil Code § 3422(1),(3). A ORDER 
of injunction is therefore entered as follows: 
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Defendant Gerald Armstrong, his agents, employees, and persons acting in 
concert or conspiracy with him are restrained and enjoined from doing directly or 
indirectly any of the following: 

1. Voluntarily assisting any person (not a governmental organ or 
entity) intending to make, intending to press, intending to arbitrate, or 
intending to litigate a claim, regarding such claim or regarding pressing, 
arbitrating, or litigating it, against any of the following persons or entities: 
o The Church of Scientology International, its officers, directors, agents, 
representatives, employees, volunteers, successors, assigns and legal 
counsel; 

o The Church of Scientology of California, its officers, directors, agents, 
representatives, employees, volunteers, successors, assigns and legal 
counsel; 

o Religious Technology Center, its officers, directors, agents, 

representatives, employees, volunteers, successors, assigns and legal 
counsel; 

o The Church of Spiritual Technology, its officers, directors, agents, 

representatives, employees, volunteers, successors, assigns and legal 
counsel; 

o Ail ScientoJogy and Scientology affiliated Churches, organizations and 
entities, and their officers, directors, agents, representatives, 
employees, volunteers, successors, assigns and legal counsel; 
o Author Services, Inc., its officers, directors, agents, representatives, 
employees, volunteers, successors, assigns and legal counsel; 
o The Estate of L. Ron Hubbard, its executor, beneficiaries, heirs, 
representatives, and legal counsel; and/or 
o Mary Sue Hubbard; 

(Hereinafter referred to collectively as "the Beneficiaries"); 
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2. Voluntarily assisting any person (not a governmental organ or 
entity) defending a claim, intending to defend a claim, intending to defend an 
arbitration, or intending to defend any claim being pressed, made, arbitrated 
or litigated by any of the Beneficiaries, regarding such claim or regarding 
defending, arbitrating, or litigating against it; 

3. Voluntarily assisting any person (not a governmental organ or 
entity) arbitrating or litigating adversely to any of the Beneficiaries; 

4. Facilitating in any manner the creation, publication, broadcast, 
writing, filming audio recording, video recording, electronic recording or 
reproduction of any kind of any book, article, film, television program, radio 
program, treatment, declaration, screenplay or other literary, artistic or 
documentary work of any kind which discusses, refers to or mentions 
Scientology, the Church, and/or any of the Beneficiaries; 

5. Discussing with anyone, not a member of Armstrong's 
immediate family or his attorney, Scientology, the Church, and/or any of the 
Beneficiaries; 

In addition, it is ORDERED that, within 20 days of the issuance of this Order, 
Armstrong shall: 

1. Return to the Church any documents which he now has in his 
possession, custody or control which discuss or concern Scientology, the 
Church and/or any person or entity referred to in paragraph 1 of the "Mutual 
Release of All Claims and Settlement Agreement" of December, 1986, other 
than documents which have been filed in this litigation. 

It is further ORDERED that during the pendency of this litigation, documents 
which have been filed in this litigation may be retained by Armstrong's counsel. 
Those documents are to remain sealed, In the possession of Mr. Greene or any 
successor counsel, and may not be distributed to third parties. At the conclusion 
of the instant litigation, it is ORDERED that all documents from this case in 
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counsel's possession which do not comprise counsel's work product will be 
delivered to counsel for plaintiff. Counsel's work product may be retained by 
Armstrong's counsel. 

ftABY IH01US 

DATED:_, 1995 _ 

THE HONORABLE GARY W. THOMAS 

OCT 17 1995 superior court judge 
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Andrew H. Wilson 
WILSON, RYAN & CAMPILONGO 
235 Montgomery Street 
Suite 450 

San Francisco, California 94104 
(415) 391-3900 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY INTERNATIONAL 



JUN 0 5 1397 

JOHN P. MONTGOMERY, 
Court Executive Officer 
MARIN COUNTY COURTS 
Bv: C. Baker, Deputy 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF MARIN 

Case No. 152229 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY ) 
INTERNATIONAL, a California ) 
not-for-profit religious ) 
corporation; 


Plaintiff, 


vs. 


GERALD ARMSTRONG; DOES 1 
through 25, inclusive, 

Defendants. 


ORDER OF CONTEMPT 


The contempt proceedings against Defendant GERALD ARMSTRONG 
came on for hearing by the Court on May 23, 1997 pursuant to this 
Court's ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE RE CONTEMPT issued on February 18, 
1997, and further pursuant to this Court's ORDER ALLOWING SERVICE 
OF THE ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE RE CONTEMPT issued on March 5, 1997. 
Petitioner CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY INTERNATIONAL appeared by its 
counsel, Andrew H. Wilson. Defendant ARMSTRONG did not appear 
nor did Defendant file any opposition or evidence. 

GOOD CAUSE APPEARING THEREFOR, the Court makes the following 
findings: 

1. On October 17, 1995 this Court entered an Order of 
Permanent Injunction against ARMSTRONG (the "Order") following 
motions for summary adjudication brought by Plaintiff. This 
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Order was later incorporated into a judgment entered against Mr. 
Armstrong on May 2, 1996 (the "Judgment"). The Order prohibits 
ARMSTRONG from voluntarily assisting any persons litigating 
claims adverse to the "Beneficiaries" and from creating or 
publishing "works" discussing any of the Beneficiaries. One of 
the Beneficiaries is a corporation known as Religious Technology 
Center ("RTC"). 

2. The Order was valid when rendered and remains fully 
enforceable, notwithstanding ARMSTRONG'S appeal of the Judgment. 
The filing of a Notice of Appeal does not render a valid order 
unenforceable. 

3. ARMSTRONG had knowledge of the Order. ARMSTRONG'S 
counsel appeared at the hearing pertaining to the Order and 
received Notice of Entry. ARMSTRONG also received a Notice of 
Entry of Order which was served on his counsel. ARMSTRONG'S 
actual knowledge of the Order is also shown by the fact that 
ARMSTRONG himself signed and filed a Notice of Appeal of the 
Judgment. 

4. ARMSTRONG had the ability to comply with the Order. The 
Order was specific. It prohibited ARMSTRONG from voluntarily 
assisting any person arbitrating or litigating adversely to the 
Beneficiaries and also prohibited ARMSTRONG from facilitating in 
any manner the creation, publication, broadcast, writing, 
electronic recording or reproduction of various documentary 
works. There has been no suggestion, and certainly no showing by 
ARMSTRONG, that he is incapable of complying with the Order. 

Ill 
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5. ARMSTRONG willfully disobeyed the Order. On or about 
January 26, 1997, ARMSTRONG sent a document entitled DECLARATION 
OF GERALD ARMSTRONG to United States District Judge Ronald M. 
Whyte. Judge Whyte was at the time presiding over three cases in 
which the plaintiff is RTC. In the Declaration, ARMSTRONG 
recites his understanding that he was prohibited from sending 
such a Declaration directly to litigants and states that he is 
instead sending it directly to Judge Whyte in the hopes of 
influencing his decision on a pending matter. This evidences 
ARMSTRONG'S willful disobedience of the Order and Judgment. 

IT IS HEREBY ADJUDGED, ORDERED AND DECREED that Defendant 
GERALD ARMSTRONG is guilty of Contempt of Court for a failure to 
obey the Order and Judgment by sending the Declaration, as 
described above, to Judge White. As set forth above, the Order 
was valid and enforceable; ARMSTRONG had knowledge of the Order, 
had the ability to comply with the Order and willfully disobeyed 
the Order. 

IT IS FURTHER ADJUDGED, ORDERED AND DECREED that Defendant 
GERALD ARMSTRONG is to be punished for the foregoing contempt by 
a fine of $1,000.00 and confinement in the county Jail for a 
period not to exceed 48 hours. 

Dated: JUN 0 3 1997 6*RTt W. THOMAS _ 

JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT 

doci Vpk\sci02.003\cootcmfA. ord 


28 


ORDER OF CONTEMPT 


-3- 



Exhibit D 



ANDREW N. WILSON SBK 063209 
CLAUDETTE C. GREENE SBH 194437 
WILSON CAMPILONGO Xu 
iis Suscaie street/ suit« 400 
sen TranCiseo, California 9 * 104 * 

(415) 591-3900 

Atto rneys for. Plaintiff . 

CHURCH or SCIENTOLOGY INTERNATIONAL 


SUPERIOR COURT 07 THE STATE 07 CALIFORNIA 
FOR SHE 'COUNTY OF MARIN 


Case No. 153229 


yppn warrant 
(Civil) 


BY FAX 
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CBURCS 07 SCIENTOLOGY ) 

INTERNATIONAL, a California ) 

not-for-profit religious ■ ) 

corporation; ) 

) 

Plaintiff, ) 


GERALD ARMSTRONG? DOES 1 
through 25 , inclusive. 

Defendants. 


'The People of the state of California to any peace officer of 
this state: 

On October 17, 1995, this Com* entered an Order of ■ Permanent 
Injunction-’against Defendant sisald Armstrong (•Armstrong") . she 
Order prohibits ARMSTRONG fros voluntarily assisting any-.persons 
. litigating cla'ias. adverse to the 'Beneficiaries" and prohibiting 

•works" discussing any of the Beneficiaries, me order, was valid. 

* * * 

ARMSTRONG had knowledge of the Order. ARMSTRONG the ability to 
cosply vith the Order. 

Armstrong willfully disobeyed the order by .’sending a 
• declaration to Judge White. 

The contespt proceedings against ARMSTRONG, case on for hearing 
by the above-referenced court on May 23,\ 1997 pursuant to this 
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COUrt'4 ORDER TO SEOV CAUSE RE CONTEMPT issued Oh February IS, 1997, 

. * * * 

. and pursuant to this Court's ORDER ILLQVXKG SERVICE OF THE ORDER TO. 

» t * • 

SHOW CAUSE RE C OH T Blgr issued ©h March S, 1997. ARMSTRONG • did -net 

* 

: appear nor did Armstrong file any opposition or evidence, an .order 
of‘contempt‘ was issued by this court on June . 5 , 1997 (A trua.a^d- 
correct, copy of this order is attached and highlighted here as 
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Exhibit A). 

YOU ARE THEREFORE ORDERED forthwith to arrest GERALD ARMSTRONG 
Whose last known address: 715 Sir Francis’ Drake boulevard, San- 
Ansels©, CA 94960-1949 and bring his before this Court to show 

* t 

4 

cause why he should not be punished for contenpt for disobeying the 

/ 

mandate, of this court. 


13. 

14 

15 

16 
P 


‘Arrest under this bench warrant say be sade at any tiae of the 
day or .-night.. ‘ 

Bail is fixed in the sum of S S.OPO (and pursuant to the 
ORDER OF coNTBtPT, including a fine of $ 1000.00 and confinesent- in 
’the County Jail for a period not to exceed 48 hours). 



SO ORDERED 
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ANDREW H. WILSON, ESQ., SBN 063209 

WILSON CAMPILONGO LLP 

115 San some Street, Suite 400 

San Francisco, California 94104 

(415) 391-3900 

(415) 954-0938 (fax) 

KENDRICK MOXON, ESQ., SBN 128240 

MOXON & BARTILSON 

550 N. Brand Blvd., Suite 700 

Glendale CA 91203 

(818) 546-5064 

(818) 546-5068 (fax) 
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Court Executive Officer ' 
MARIN COUNTY COURTS 


By: T. Olsen, Deputy 


Attorneys for Plaintiff/Judgment Creditor 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF MARIN 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY ) 

INTERNATIONAL, a California not-for-profit ) 
religious corporation, ) 

) 

) 

Plaintiff, ) 

) 

vs. ) 

) 

GERALD ARMSTRONG; MICHAEL ) 

WALTON; THE GERALD ARMSTRONG ) 

CORPORATION, a California for-profit ) 

corporation; DOES 1 through 100, inclusive, ) 

) 

Defendants. ) 

) 

_ ) 


The second post-judgment contempt proceedings against Defendant GERALD 
ARMSTRONG, on the Court’s Order to Show Cause issued on December 2, 1997, came 
before this Court on January 30, 1998 at approximately 1:45 p.m. Defendant Armstrong 
failed to appear. The Court has reviewed all papers submitted and has taken oral argument. 
GOOD CAUSE APPEARING THEREFOR, the Court makes the following findings: 


CASE NO. 152229 
CASE NO. 157680 

(CONSOLIDATED) 

SECOND ORDER OF 
CONTEMPT 


SCIQ2-003 
ORDER\ 
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1 1. On October 17, 1995, this Court entered an Order of Permanent Injunction 

2 against Armstrong (the "Order") and subsequently incorporated the Order into a judgment 

3 entered against Armstrong on May 2, 1996 (the "Judgment"). By this Court’s Order, 

4 Armstrong is prohibited from voluntarily assisting any persons litigating claims adverse to the 

5 "Beneficiaries"; from "facilitating in any manner the creation, publication, broadcast, writing, 

6 filming, audio recording, video recording, electronic recording or reproduction of any kind of 

7 any book, article, film, television program, radio program, treatment, declaration, screenplay 

8 or other literary, artistic or documentary work of any kind which discusses, refers to or 

9 mentions Scientology, the Church, and/or any of the Beneficiaries"; and from discussing with 

10 anyone, not a member of Armstrong’s immediate family or his attorney, Scientology, the 

11 Church, and/or any of the Beneficiaries". 

12 2. The Order was valid when rendered and remains fully valid and enforceable. 

13 The Court notes that Armstrong’s appeal of the Judgment has been dismissed. The Court 

14 notes further, however, that even during the pendency of Armstrong’s appeal, he was 

15 obligated to obey the lawful Order of this Court. 

16 3. Armstrong had knowledge of the Order and, further, that he had the ability to 

17 comply with the Order. The Order was specific as to the restrictions it imposed upon 

18 Armstrong. There has been no showing, nor suggestion, that he is incapable of complying 

19 with the Order. Rather there is ample evidence before this Court that Armstrong has 

20 knowingly and deliberately chosen to breach and/or disregard this Court’s Order, on numerous 

21 occasions. 

22 4. Upon review of the full record before it, this Court has determined that 

23 Armstrong has willfully disobeyed the Order. The Court has determined that in thirteen (13) 

24 separate incidents between September 2, 1997 and November 26, 1997, Armstrong knowingly 

25 and willfully disobeyed the Order of this Court, as follows: 

26 (a) On or about September 2, 1997, in violation of the Order, Armstrong created 

27 and caused to be widely disseminated by means of the Internet a documentary work which 
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discussed CSI and other beneficiaries of the Settlement Agreement. See Declaration of 
Andrew H. Wilson in support of Ex Parte Application for Order to Show Cause re Contempt, 
Exhibit E. 

(b) On or about October 14, 1997, in violation of the Order, Armstrong created and 
caused to be widely disseminated by means of the Internet a documentary work which violated 
the terms of the above referenced Judgment. See Wilson declaration, Exhibit F. 

(c) On or about October 14, 1997, in violation of the Order, Armstrong created and 
caused to be widely disseminated by means of the Internet a documentary work which violated 
the terms of the above referenced Judgment. See Wilson declaration, Exhibit G. 

(d) Also on or about October 14, 1997, in violation of the Order, Armstrong 
created and caused to be widely disseminated by means of the Internet a documentary work 
which violated the terms of the above referenced Judgment. See Wilson declaration, Exhibit 
H. 

(e) On or about October 20, 1997, in violation of the Order, Armstrong created and 
caused to be widely disseminated by means of the Internet a documentary work which violated 
the terms of the above referenced Judgment. See Wilson declaration, Exhibit I. 

(f) Also on or about October 20, 1997, in violation of the Order, Armstrong 
created and caused to be widely disseminated by means of the Internet a documentary work 
which violated the terms of the above referenced Judgment. See Wilson declaration, Exhibit 
J. 

(g) On or about October 23, 1997, Armstrong caused to be widely disseminated by 
means of the Internet a letter written to the Hon. Alfonse D’Amato concerning the efforts of 
CSI to combat religious discrimination in Germany. This action constituted the publication 
and/or broadcast of a documentary work which violated the terms of the above referenced 
Judgment. See Wilson declaration, Exhibit K. 

(h) In or about early October, 1997, in violation of the Order, Armstrong 
voluntarily and willingly participated in a videotaped interview during which he violated the 
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terms of the above referenced Judgment. Armstrong was informed prior to the interview that 
it was being recorded for broadcast on British television. See Wilson declaration, Exhibit C. 

(i) In or about October, 1997, Armstrong gave a speech on or about October 26, 
1997. In that speech, Armstrong violated the Injunction and the above referenced judgment 

(j) During that same visit, Armstrong gave an interview to the Berliner Zeitung, 
resulting in an article in that publication, an examination of which article clearly shows that 
the interview given violated the Injunction. See Wilson declaration, Exhibits M and N. 

(k) On October 28, 1997, Armstrong traveled to Hamburg, Germany where he 
appeared at a public event. During which, Armstrong committed further violations of the 
terms of the Judgment, as reprinted in the October 28th edition of the Frankfurter Rundschau. 
See Wilson declaration, Exhibits P. 

(l) Also on this trip to Germany, Armstrong gave interviews to at least three 
television interviewers resulting in broadcasts on Germany TV channels N-TV, B1 TV and 
SAT 1 TV. In addition to this, Armstrong was interviewed by the regional newspaper Taz, 
resulting in the article of October 28, 1997. See Wilson declaration, Exhibits Q and R. 

(m) On that date November 26, 1997, Armstrong created another Internet posting 
which purported to be a verbatim transcription of a complaint which Armstrong had recently 
filed in the United States District court for the District of Nevada. See Wilson declaration, 
Exhibit S. This complaint is a "documentary work" concerning a "beneficiary" as 
contemplated by the Order while the filing of this complaint is privileged, its publication on 
the Internet is not and is a violation of the terms of the Judgment. 

IT IS HEREBY ADJUDGED, ORDERED AND DECREED that Defendant Armstrong 
is guilty of 13 separate acts of Contempt of Court for his repeated failures to obey the Order 
and Judgment. As set forth above, the Order at all times was and remains valid and 
enforceable; Armstrong had knowledge of the Order, and the ability to comply with this 
Order. He willfully and repeatedly disobeyed the Court’s Order. 

IT IS FURTHER ADJUDGED, ORDERED AND DECREED that Defendant Gerald 
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Armstrong is to be punished for the foregoing contempt by a fine of $200 for each separate 
violation (for a total of $2,600) and confinement in the County Jail for a period of two days 
(48 hours) for each separate violation (for a total of 26 days). Armstrong is to surrender 
himself to Marin County law enforcement officers for the enforcement of said penalties on or 
before February 10, 1998. Should Armstrong fail to do so, a bench warrant will be issued for 
his immediate arrest and incarceration until the fines imposed for his acts of contempt are 
satisfied. Should such a bench warrant be necessary, bail on the warrant is set at $10,000 (ten 
thousand dollars). 

DATED: 'I'W'A , 1998. ~~ 

GARY W. THOMAS 

JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT 
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ANDREW H. WILSON, SEN 63209 
SHAUNA T. RAJKOWSKI, SBN 148239 
WILSON CAMPILONGO LLP 
115 Sansome Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, California 94104 
Telephone: (415) 391-3900 


Attorneys for Plaintiff 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY INTERNATIONAL 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF MARIN 

) 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY ) 

INTERNATIONAL, a California not-for-profit ) 

religious corporation, ) 

Plaintiff, ) 

vs. ) 

) 

GERALD ARMSTRONG; DOES 1 through 25, ) 

inclusive, ) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

Defendants. ) 

_ / 


The People of the State of California to any peace officer of this state: 

On October 17, 1995 this Court entered an Order of Permanent Injunction against 
Defendant GERALD ARMSTRONG ("ARMSTRONG"). The Order prohibits ARMSTRONG 
from voluntarily assisting any persons litigating claims adverse to the "Beneficiaries" and 
prohibiting "works" discussing any of the Beneficiaries. The Order was valid. ARMSTRONG 
had knowledge of the Order. ARMSTRONG has the ability to comply with the Order. 

ARMSTRONG willfully disobeyed the Order on thirteen (13) separate occasions between 
September 2, 1997 and November 26, 1997, which were brought to the attention of this court on 
December 2, 1997 which on that date issued an Order to Show Cause re Contempt for those 
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violations. Said OSC re Contempt was heard by the Hon Gary W. Thomas on January 30, 1998 
and, on February 11, 1998 Judge Thomas signed the SECOND ORDER OF CONTEMPT, a true 
and correct copy of which is attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference as Exhibit A. 

YOU ARE THEREFORE ORDERED forthwith to arrest GERALD ARMSTRONG 
whose last known address: 715 Sir Francis Drake Boulevard, San Anselmo, CA 94960-1949 and 
bring him before this Court to show cause why he should not be punished for contempt for 
disobeying the mandate of this Court. 

Arrest under this bench warrant may be made at any time of the day or night. 


Bail is fixed in the sum of $ 10,000 (and pursuant to the ORDER OF CONTEMPT, 
including a fine of $2600.00 and confinement in the County Jail for a period not to exceed 26 
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ANDREW H. WILSON, SBN 63209 
SHAUNA T. RAJKOWSKI, SBN 148239 
WILSON CAMPILONGO LLP 
475 Gate 5 Road 
Sausalito, CA 94965 




Telephone: (415) 289-7100 
Facsimile: (415)289-7110 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY INTERNATIONAL 


JUL f 3 2001 

JOHN P. MONTGOMERY, 

,,, ,“23 rf Executive Officer 

MARIN COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT 
J‘ Deputy 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF MARIN 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL, a California 
nonprofit religious corporation, 


Plaintiff, 

vs. 


GERALD ARMSTRONG, et al. 


Defendants. 


) CASE NO. 152229 

) 

) ORDER OF CONTEMPT 

) 

) 

) Date: January 17,2001 

) Time: 9:30 a.m. 

) Dept: 6 

) 

) 

) 

) 


Contempt proceedings against Defendant GERALD ARMSTRONG 
(“ARMSTRONG”) came on regularly for hearing by the Court, the Honorable Vernon F. 
Smith, Superior Court Judge, presiding, on January 17, 2001, pursuant to this Court’s 
ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE RE CONTEMPT issued on December 3, 2000. Petitioner 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY INTERNATIONAL appeared by its counsel, Andrew H. 
Wilson of Wilson Campilongo LLP. Defendant ARMSTRONG made no appearance; 
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however, acting on his own behalf, he did file a lengthy opposition and a sworn 
declaration dated January 9, 2001. 

Having considered the record and the papers submitted by the parties, and having 
entertained the argument of counsel who appeared, and being fully informed, and GOOD 
CAUSE APPEARING THEREFOR, the Court makes the following findings: 

1. On October 17, 1995, this Court entered an Order of Permanent Injunction 
against ARMSTRONG (the “Order”) after granting motions for summary adjudication of 
issues brought by Plaintiff. (Attached hereto as Exhibit A.) The Order was later 
incorporated into a judgment entered against ARMSTRONG on May 2, 1996 (the 
“Judgment”, attached hereto as Exhibit B.). The Order prohibits ARMSTRONG from 
voluntarily assisting any persons litigating claims adverse to the “Beneficiaries” named in 
the valid and binding contract upon which Plaintiff’s claims were based and prohibits 
ARMSTRONG from creating or publishing “works” discussing any of those 
Beneficiaries. One of the Beneficiaries is the petitioner CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL. 

2. The Order was valid when entered and remains fully enforceable. -Although" 
A RMST RGNGTLed~a~Notrce~oLAppeal-from--the-under-lying^udgrnentv~thatNotioe^of 
A p p e a l -i-s- kr e l e v an t- t o dhe-proceedrrrgs'. ARMSTRONG’S appeal was dismissed on 
December 23, 1997 on-t hc g round of th e- s -o~caEed “fugitive disentitl cmcnt doctrine, ” 
btrsedn±pon~the r fautt hat ARMSTRONG, having alr e ady be e n adju d ge d- in c - ontempt -of-the 
Qrde-r-a nd the subject - of a bench - warrant, had fl e d die jurisdietion - and rclocatcd - t o 
Canada. (A true and correct copy of the Court of Appeal’s dismissal of Armstrong’s 
appeal is attached hereto as Exhibit C). 

3. ARMSTRONG had notice and knowledge of the Order. ARMSTRONG’S 
counsel appeared at the hearing pertaining to the Order and received the Notice of Entry. 
(Attached hereto as Exhibit D is a copy of the first 2 pages of the Reporter’s Transcript of 
the proceedings of October 6, 1995). ARMSTRONG also received a Notice of Ruling 
dated October 18, 1995 which was served on his counsel. (A copy of the Notice of Ruling 
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is attached hereto as Exhibit E.) ARMSTRONG’S actual knowledge of the Order is also 
shown by the statements made concerning the Judgment in paragraphs 1-4 and 15 of his 
January 9, 2001 declaration and his references to the Notice of Appeal of the Judgment. 

4. ARMSTRONG had the ability to comply with the Order. The Order is 
specific and unambiguous. It prohibits ARMSTRONG from voluntarily assisting any 
person arbitrating or litigating adversely to the Beneficiaries and also prohibits 
ARMSTRONG from facilitating in any manner or participating in the creation, 
publication, broadcast, writing, electronic recording or reproduction of works discussing 
those Beneficiaries. There has been no suggestion, and certainly no showing by 
ARMSTRONG, that he is incapable of complying with the Order. 

5. ARMSTRONG repeatedly, willfully and intentionally disobeyed the Order: 

(a) On June 5, 1997, the Court found ARMSTRONG in contempt for 
violations of the Order, sentencing him to 2 days in jail and a fine of $1,000. (Attached 
hereto as Exhibit F.) A bench warrant was subsequently issued for Armstrong’s arrest. 

(A copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit G.) 

(b) ARMSTRONG continued to violate the Order, and on February 20, 

1998, he was again found in contempt. The Court sentenced him to an additional 26 days 
in jail and a fine of $2,600. (Attached hereto as Exhibit H.) On May 15, 1998, a second 
bench warrant was issued. (Attached hereto as Exhibit I.) Armstrong has not served 
either sentence and has left the State of California. 

(c) Petitioner has shown that: (1) During the period of February 20, 1998 to 
July 10, 2000, ARMSTRONG made a total of 131 postings on the Internet, each of which 
violated one or more provisions of the Injunction; (2) ARMSTRONG traveled to 
Clearwater, Florida and on December 5, 1999 spoke in direct violation of the Order 
before a public gathering sponsored by an organization known as the Lisa McPherson 
Trust; and (3) ARMSTRONG traveled to Tampa, Florida and on December 10, 1999 
gave an interview on radio station WMNF-AM, during which he again violated the terms 
of the Order. 
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(d) ARMSTRONG did not deny these violations. In his January 9, 2001 
declaration under penalty of perjury, ARMSTRONG stated, “I have violated 
Scientology’s Injunction thousands of times since former Marin County Superior Court 
Judge [Gary Thomas] signed it in October, 1995.” 

IT IS HEREBY ADJUDGED, ORDERED AND DECREED that Defendant 
GERALD ARMSTRONG is guilty of Contempt of Court for his intentional and willful 
failures to obey the Order as described above. As set forth above, the Order is valid and 
enforceable; ARMSTRONG had notice and knowledge of the Order, had the ability to 
comply with the Order and repeatedly and admittedly willfully disobeyed the Order. The 
Court notes that there are two outstanding Bench Warrants which resulted from two 
previous contempt convictions which also arose out of ARMSTRONG’S violations of the 
Order. The Court will not impose a specific punishment at this time. However, this 
Court retains jurisdiction and at such time as ARMSTRONG is apprehended, he is to be 
brought before this Court for the consideration of additional sanctions for the aforesaid 
acts of contempt after hearing from both sides. 


JUL 1 2 2001 

Dated:_ 


JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT 
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Andrew H. Wilson, SBN 063209 
WILSON, RYAN & CAMPILONGO 
115 Sansome Street 
Fourth Floor 

San Francisco, California 94104 
(415) 391-3900 
Telefax: (415) 954-0938 
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Laurie J. Bartilson, SBN 139220 

MOXON & BARTILSON 

6255 Sunset Boulevard, Suite 2000 

Hollywood, CA 90028 

(213) 960-1936 

Telefax: (213) 953-3351 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL 
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CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY ) CASE NO. BC 157680 

INTERNATIONAL, a California not-for-profit) S 

religious corporation, ) l \ 



) ORDER OF PERMANENT 
) INJUNCTION 


Plaintiff, ) 


vs. 


DATE: October 6, 1995 
TIME: 9:00 a.m. 

DEPT: 1 


GERALD ARMSTRONG; DOES 1 through ) 

25, Inclusive, ) 

) TRIAL DATE: Vacated 
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Defendants. ) 
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This matter came on for hearing on October 6, 1995, on motion of plaintiff 
Church of Scientology International ("the Church") for Summary Adjudication of 
the Twentieth Cause of Action of the Second Amended Complaint. Plaintiff 
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Church of Scientology International appeared by its attorneys, Andrew H. Wilson 
of Wilson, Ryan & Campilongo and Laurie J. Bartilson of Bowles & Moxon, 
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defendant Armstrong appeared by his attorney, Ford Greene. Having read and 
considered the moving and opposing papers, and the evidence and arguments 
presented therein and at the hearing, and good cause appearing: 

IT IS ORDERED: 

The Church's motion for summary adjudication of the twentieth cause of 
action of the Second Amended Complaint is GRANTED. The Court finds that there 
is no triable issue of material fact as to any of the following: 

1. Plaintiff and defendant freely and voluntarily entered into a Mutual 
Release of All Claims and Settlement Agreement ("Agreement") in December, 
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1986. 
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2. Plaintiff performed all of its obligations pursuant to the Agreement. 

3. Defendant Armstrong received substantial consideration for the 
promises which he msde in the Agreement. 

4. Since 1990, defendant Armstrong has repeatedly breached 
paragraphs 7(D), 7(E), 7(H), 7(G), 10, 18(D) and 20 of the Agreement. 

5. Between 1991 and the present, Armstrong breached paragraphs 7(G), 
7(H) and 10 of the Agreement by providing voluntary assistance, exclusive of 
testimony made pursuant to a valid subpoena, to the following private individuals, 
each of whom was pressing a claim or engaged in litigation with plaintiff and/or 


A AI 

£* U 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


one or more of the designated beneficiaries of the Agreement: 

* Vicki and Richard Aznaran, anti-Scientoiogy litigants in the case of 
Vicki Aznaran, et si, v, Church of Sciento m ov Internationa l, United States 
District Court for the Central District of California, Case No. CV 88-1786 
(JM1) [Sep.St.Nos. 11-16]; 

* Joseph A. Yanny, anti-Scientology litigant in the case of Religious 
Technology Center et at. v. Joseph Yannv, et al, , Los Angeles Superior 
Court No. C 690211 and Religious Technology Center et al. v. Joseph 
Yaony, et .al. , Los Angeles Superior Court No. BC 033035 [Sep.St.Nos. 17- 
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20 ]; 


* Malcolm Nothling, anti-Scientology litigant in the matter between 
Malcolm Nothling and the Church of Scientology in South Africa, Adi Codd, 
■Diane Kemp, Glen Rollins; Supreme Court of South Africa (Witwatzbsrand 
Local Division) Case No. 19221/88. [Sep.St.Nos. 21-24]; 

* Reader's Digest Corporation, anti-Scientology litigant in the case of 
Church of Scientology of Lausanne vs. Kiosk AG, Basel, Switzerland 
[Sep.St.Nos. 25-26]; 

* Richard Behar, anti-Scientology litigant in the case of Church of 
Scientology International v. Time Warner. Inc,; Time Inc. Maoazine Company 
and Richard Behar , United States District Court, Southern District of New 
York, Case No. 92 Civ. 3024 PKL [Sep.St.Nos. 27-28]; 

* Steven Hunziker, anti-Scientology litigant in the case of Hunziker v. 
Applied Materials, Inc. . Santa Clara Superior Court Case No. 692629 
[Sep.St.Nos. 29-33]; 

+ David Mayo, anti-Scientology litigant in the case of Religious 
Technology Center v, Robin Scott, et aL , United States District Court for the 
Central District of California, Case No, 85-711 [Sep.St.Nos. 34-35]; 

* Cult Awareness Network, anti-Scientology litigant in the case of Cult 
Awareness Network v, Church of Scientology International, et ah. Circuit 
Court of Cook County, Illinois, No. 94L804 [Sep.St.Nos. 38-39]; 

* Lawrence Wollersheim, anti-Scientology litigant In the cases of 
Lawrence Wollersheim v. Church of Scientology of Ca l ifornia , Los Angeles 
Superior Court Number C332027 and Church of Scientology of California v. 
Lawrence Wollersheim . Los Angeles Superior Court Number BC074815 
[Sep.St.Nos. 40-42); 

* Ronald Lawley, anti-Scientology litigant in the cases of Religious 
Technology Center, et al. vs. Robin Scott, et al,. U.S. District Court, Central 
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District of California, Case No. 85-711 MRP(Bx); Matter Between Church of 

Scientology Advanced Organization.Saint Hill Europe and Africa, and Robin 

Scott. Ron Lawlev. Mor a a Bellmaine, Stephen Bisbev in the High Court of 
Justice Queen's Bench Division, Case 1984 S No. 1675; and Matter 
Between Church of Scientology,.Religious Education College lnc„ and Nancv 
Carter, Ron Lawlev, Steven Bisoev , in the High Court of Justice Queen's 
Bench Division, Case 1986 C No. 12230 [Sep.St.Nos. 43-44]; 

* Uwe Geertz and Steven Fishman, anti-Scientology litigants in the case 
of Church of Scientology International v, Steven fishman, elal ., United 
States District Court for the Central District of California Number 91-6426 
HLH(Tx) [Sep.St.Nos. 45-46]; 

* Tilly Good, a claimant against the Church of Scientology, Mission of 
Sacramento Valley [Sep.St.Nos. 36-37]; 

* Denise Cantin, a claimant against the Church of Scientology of Orange 
County; Church of Scientology of Boston; and Church of Scientnlogy, Flag 
Service Organization [Sep.St.Nos. 36-37]; and 

* Ed Roberts, a claimant against the Church of Scientology of 
Stevens Creek [Sep.St.Nos. 36-37]. 

6. Between 1992 and the present, Armstrong breached paragraph 7(D) 
of the Agreement by contacting media representatives, granting interviews and 
attempting to assist media representatives in the preparation for publication or 
broadcast magazine articles, newspaper articles, books, radio and television 
programs, about or concerning the Church and/or other persons and entities 
referred to in paragraph 1 of the Agreement. These media representatives 
included: 

8 Cable Network News: reporter Don Knapp, In March, 1992 
[Sep.St.Nos. 47-48]; 

* American Lawyer Magazine: reporter Bill Horne, in March, 1992 
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[Sep.St.No. 49]; 

* Los Angeles Times: reporter Bob Welkos, in May , 1992; and reporter 
Joel Sappeil, in June, 1993 [Sep.St.Nos. 50-51]; 

* CAN Video Interview, with anti-Scientologists "Spanky" Taylor and 
Jerry Whitfield, in November, 1992 [Sep.St.No. 52]; 

* KFAX Radio: interview planned but prevented In April, 1993 
[Sep.St.No. 53]; 

* Newsweek Magazine: reporter Charles Fleming, in June, 1993 and 
August, 1393 [Sep.St.No. 54-56]; 

* Dally Journal: reporter Mike Tipping, in June, 1993 [Sep.St.No. 57); 

* Time Magazine; reporter Richard Behar, in March, 1992 end in June, 
1993 [Sep.St.Nos. 58-59]; 

* San Francisco Recorder: reporter Jennifer Cohen, In August, 1993 
[Sep.St.No. 60]; 

* E! Entertainment Network: reporter Greg Agnew, in August, 1993 
[Sep.St.No. 61]; 

* WORD Radio: Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, interviewed in the fail of 1993 
[Sep.St.No. 62]; 

* St. Petersburg Times: St. Petersburg, Florida, reporter Wayne Garcia, 
in the fail of 1993 [Sep.St.No. 63]; 

* Premiere Magazine: letter to the editor, in October, 1993 [Sep.St.No. 
64]; 

* Mirror-Group Newspapers: United Kingdom, in May, 1994 
[Sep.St.No. 65]; 

* Gauntlet Magazine: New York, New York, reporter Rick Cusick in 
June, 1994 [Sep.St.No. 66]; 

* Pacific Sun Newspaper: reporter Rick Sine, In June and July, 1994 
[Sep.St.No. 67]; 
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* Disney Cable: reporter Marsha Nix, in August, 1994 [Sep.St.No. 68]; 

and 

* Tom Voftz: Swiss author writing a book about Scientology, in 

October, 1994 [Sep.St.No. 69]. 

7. Between 1992 and the present, Armstrong breached paragraph 7(D) 
of the Agreement by preparing and distributing at least three manuscripts 
concerning his claimed experiences in and with Scientology, including a treatment 
for a screenplay which he intends to turn into a film [Sep.St.Nos.70-71]. 

8. Between 1991 and the present, Armstrong further breached 
paragraph 7(D) of the Agreement by disclosing his claimed experiences in or with 
Scientology to each of the following persons or groups, not previously identified: 
Robert Lobsinger [Sep.St.No. 72J; the New York Times [Sep.St.No. 73]; Toby 
Plevin, Stuart Culter, Anthony Laing, Kent Burtner, and Margaret Singer 
[Sep.St.No. 74]; Priscilla Coates [Sep.St.No. 75]; Omar Garrison [Sep.St.No. 76]; 
Vaughn and Stacy Young [Sep.St.No, 77]; a Stanford University psychology class 
[Sep.St.No. 78]; attendees at the 1992 Cult Awareness Network Convention 
[Sep.St.No. 79]; and Hana Whitfield [Sep.St.No, 80]. 

9. Defendant Armstrong has reiterated numerous times that he intends 
to continuing breaching the Agreement unless he is ordered by the Court to cease 
and desist [Sep.St.Nos. 87-97], 

10. Plaintiff's legal remedies are inadequate insofar as the scope of the 
relief ordered below is concerned. Tamarind Lithography Workshop, Inc, v, Sanders 
[1983) 143 Cal.App.3d 571, 577-578, 193 Cal.Rptr. 409, 413. 

Accordingly, the Court finds that entry of a permanent injunction in this 
action is necessary in this action because pecuniary compensation could not afford 
the Church adequate relief, and the restraint is necessary in order to prevent a 
multiplicity of actions for breach of contract. Civil Code § 3422(1),(3). A ORDER 
of injunction is therefore entered as follows: 
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Defendant Gerald Armstrong, his agents, employees, and persons acting in 
concert or conspiracy with him are restrained and enjoined from doing directiy or 
indirectly any of the following: 

1. Voluntarily assisting any person (not a governmental organ or 
entity) intending to make, intending to press, intending to arbitrate, or 
intending to litigate a claim, regarding such claim or regarding pressing, 
arbitrating, or litigating it, against any of the following persons or entities: 
o The Church of Scientology International, its officers, directors, agents, 
representatives, employees, volunteers, successors, assigns and legal 
counsel; 
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o The Church of Scientology of California, its officers, directors, agents, 
representatives, employees, volunteers, successors, assigns and legal 
counsel; 

o Religious Technology Center, Its officers, directors, agents, 

representatives, employees, volunteers, successors, assigns and legal 
counsel; 

o The Church of Spiritual Technology, its officers, directors, agents, 

representatives, employees, volunteers, successors, assigns and legal 
counsel; 

o All Scientology and Scientology affiliated Churches, organizations and 
entities, and their officers, directors, agents, representatives, 
employees, volunteers, successors, assigns and legal counsel; 
o Author Services, Inc., its officers, directors, agents, representatives, 
employees, volunteers, successors, assigns and legal counsel; 
o The Estate of L. Ron Hubbard, its executor, beneficiaries, heirs, 
representatives, and legal counsel; and/or 
o Mary Sue Hubbard; 

(Hereinafter referred to collectively as "the Beneficiaries"); 
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2. Voluntarily assisting any person (not a governmental organ or 
entity) defending a claim, intending to defend a claim. Intending to defend an 
arbitration, or intending to defend any claim being pressed, made, arbitrated 
or litigated by any of the Beneficiaries, regarding such claim or regarding 
defending, arbitrating, or litigating against it; 

3. Voluntarily assisting 8ny person (not a governmental organ or 
entity) arbitrating or litigating adversely to any of the Beneficiaries; 

4. Facilitating in sny manner the creation, publication, broadcast, 
writing, filming audio recording, video recording, electronic recording or 
reproduction of any kind of any book, article, film, television program, radio 
program, treatment, declaration, screenplay or other literary, artistic or 
documentary work of any kind which discusses, refers to or mentions 
Scientology, the Church, and/or any of the Beneficiaries; 

5. Discussing with anyone, not a member of Armstrong's 
immediate family or his attorney, Scientology, the Church, and/or any of the 
Beneficiaries; 

In addition, it is ORDERED that, within 20 days of the issuance of this Order, 
Armstrong shall: 

1. Return to the Church any documents which he now has in his 
possession, custody or control which discuss or concern Scientology, the 
Church and/or any person or entity referred to in paragraph 1 of the "Mutual 
Release of All Claims and Settlement Agreement" of December, 1SB6, other 
than documents which have been filed in this litigation. 

It is further ORDERED that during the pendency of this litigation, documents 
which have been filed in this litigation may be retained by Armstrong's counsel. 
Those documents are to remain sealed, In the possession of Mr. Greene or any 
successor counsel, and may not be distributed to third parties. At the conclusion 
of the instant litigation, it is ORDERED that all documents from this case in 
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counsel's possession which do not comprise counsel's work product will be 
delivered to counsel for plaintiff. Counsel's work product may be retained by 


Armstrong's counsel. 


DATED: 
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ANDREW H. WILSON - SBN 063209 
WILSON, RYAN & CAMPILONGO 
115 Sansome Street, 4th Floor 
San Francisco, California 94104 
(415) 391-3900 
TELEFAX: (415) 954-0938 

LAURIE J..BARTILSON - SBN 139220 
KOXON t BARTILSON 

6255 Sunset Boulevard, Suite 2000 
Hollywood, CA 90028 
(213) 960-1936 
TELEFAX: (213) 953-3351 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY INTERNATIONAL 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

FOR THE COUNTY OF KARIN gy FAX • 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY INTERNATIONAL, ) CASE NO. 157 680 
a California not-for-profit) 

religious corporation; ) [CONSOLIDATED] 

) 

Plaintiff, ) JUDGMENT 

) • ..... 

vs. ) 

) Trial Date: Vacated 
GERALD ARMSTRONG; DOES 1 through 25, ) 
inclusive, ) 

) 

Defendants. ) 

_ ) 

On October 6, 1995, the Court granted the notion of Plaintiff 
made under Code of Civil Procedure §437 (c) on the ground that-there 
is no defense to the action, and that judgment be entered for 
Plaintiff and against Defendants on the 13th, 16th, 17th and 19th 
causes of action of the Second Amended Complaint. 

on January 27, 1995, the Court granted the motion of Plaintiff 
made under Code of Civil Procedure §437(c) on the ground that there 
was no defense to the action, for an order that judgment be entered 
for Plaintiff and against Defendants on the 4th and 6th causes of 

__ ..— r——> 
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action of the Second Amended Complaint. 

On October 6, 1995, the Court granted the motion of Plaintiff, 
made under Code of Civil Procedure §437 (c) on the ground that there 
was no defense to the action, for am order that a permanent 
injunction be entered on behalf of Plaintiff and against Defendants. 

On August 16, 1994, the Superior Court of California, county of 
Los Angeles, in which this action was then pending, granted the 
motion of Defendants under Code of Civil Procedure §437 (c) on the' 
ground that the causes of action asserted in the 2nd and 3rd causes 
of action on the Cross-Complaint of Gerald Armstrong, for an order 
that judgment be entered for Defendants and against Plaintiffs oh 
said causes of action. 

On March 7, 1996, the Court granted the motion of Cross- 

Defendant Church of Scientology made on the Code of Civil Procedure 
§437 (c) on the ground that the action had no merit on the remaining 
claims set forth in the Cross-Complaint of Gerald Armstrong. 

On February 21, 1996, Plaintiff filed its Cost Bill herein,. - 

seeking costs in the amount of $334,671.75.- 

In accordance with the above orders, 

IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Plaintiff shall 
recover from Defendant the principal sum of $300,000 plus interest'- 
at the legal rate from the date of such orders in the sum of . 
$21,923, for a total sum of $321,923. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the judgment /■ 
of permanent, injunction shall be entered against Defendant Armstrong 
in accordance with that certain ORDER OF PERMANENT INJUNCTION signed' 
by this Court on October 17, 1995, a copy of which is attached 

hereto as Exhibit A. 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Cross- 
Defendant shall have judgment against Cross -Comp la inant upon the 
Cross-Complaint of Gerald Armstrong, 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Plaintiff, 
shall recover from Defendant its costs in the sum of, $334 r 671*75. 

Dated: 



/ 


8002-013 









JUL. 1.1. <n3dWl 1HR. 



! .st* 


CALIFORNIA COURT OF APPEAL 
FIRST APPELLATE DISTRICT 
DIVISION FOUR 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY INTERNATIONAL, 
Respondent, 




& d fL® &=£ 

Cx.tl cf AppSS- - fife &>3- Oil 

DEC it 1997 


RQN P. e.-.Kh'OV?, 


GERALD ARMSTRONG, 
Appellant. 


A075027 

Marin County No. 157680 


BY THE COURT: 

The request to file a late opposition to the motion to dismiss is granted and the 
December 17.1997 opposition is accepted for filing. 

Hie motion to dismiss die appeal is granted. The appeal is hereby dismissed. 


Date: 
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FRIDAY/ OCTOBER 6, 1995 


HORNING SESSION 


2 


PROCEEDINGS 
— 000 — 

TEE COURT; WE DO EAVE THE CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
VERSUS GERALD ARMSTRONG. 

HR. WILSON; GOOD MORNING r YOUR HONOR. ANDREW 
WILSON AND LAURIE EARTILSON OR BEHALF OF PLAINTIFF AND 
MOVING PARTY, THE CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY. 

MR. GREENE; AND FORD GREENE ON BEHALF OF 
DEFENDANT, GERALD ARMSTRONG- IT WAS AT MY REQUEST THAT THIS 
HEARING IS BEING HELD. 

TEE COURT; YES. MR. GREENE, WHAT DO YOU HAVE TO 

SAY? 


MR. GREENE; FIRST, YOUR HONOR, WITH RESPECT TO 
YOUR TENTATIVE RULING, I WANT TO DIRECT MY ARGUMENT TO YOUR 
HOLDING TEAT THE FACTS SUBMITTED BY ARMSTRONG DO NOT 

establish a mutual confidentiality requirement. 

THE INTERPRETATION OF THE COURT OF THE SETTLEMENT 


AGREEMENT AS REFLECTED BY THE TENTATIVE RULING WOULD HAVE 
TEE RESULT THAT SCIENTOLOGY COULD PUBLICLY ACCUSE 
MR. ARMSTRONG OF BEING A LIAR, A PERJUROR AND AN AGENT 
PROVOCATEUR OF TEE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT, AND THAT IF ARMSTRONG 
TOOK ANY ACTION IN RESPONSE THAT THE RESULT WOULD BE THAT HE 
WOULD VIOLATE THE PROPOSED PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND WOULD BE 
SUBJECT TO BEING JAILED FOR CONTEMPT OF A COURT ORDER. 

WHAT THE COURT HAS MISSED IN THE TENTATIVE RULING 


IS TEE EVIDENCE THAT ARMSTRONG HAS SUBMITTED FROM 
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Andrew H. Wilson, SEN #063209 
WILSON, RYAN S CAKPILONGO 
115 Sansoiae St., 4th Floor 
San Francisco, California 94104 
{415} 391-3900 
Telefax: (415) 954-0938 

Laurie J. Eartilson, SEN #139220 

HOXON & EARTILSON 

6255 Sunset Boulevard, Suite 2000 

Hollywood, CA 90028 

(213) 960-1936 

Telefax: (213) 953-3351 


81 Attorneys for Plaintiff 
f CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
$ INTERNATIONAL 



SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OP CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF KARIN 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL, a California not- 
for-profit religious corporation. 

Plaintiff, 


vs. 


GERALD ARMSTRONG, et al. , 
Defendants. 


> 

) 

) 

) 

> 

\ 

/ 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 
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CASE NO. 157 680 
(CONSOLIDATED) 
NOTICE OF RULING 

TRIAL DATE: Vacated 


TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD; 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on October 3.7, 1995, the Honorable 
Gary K. Thomas, Judge of the Karin Superior Court, entered the 
following orders: 

1. Order of Permanent Injunction (Exhibit A); 

tit 

III 


/ 


/ 
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2. Order of Susnary Judgment as to Thirteenth r 
Sixteenth, seventeenth and Nineteenth causes of Action 
(Exhibit BJ. 


DATED: October IS, 1SS5 


Andrew H. Wilson 
WILSON, RYAN & CAKPILONGO 


BOWLES & KOXOH 


By 




Laurie- ;^jBArtilson 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL 
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Andrew H. Wilson, $SN 063209 
WILSON, RYAN & CAMPILONGO 
115 Sansoms Street 
Fourth FJoof 

San Francis CO, California 94104 
(415) 391-3900 
Telefax: (415 j 954-0338 


PILED 

0CTl,' m 
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Uurif J. Sfirrason, S3N 139220 

MOXON & BAR 73 LSON 

6255 Sunset Boulevard, Suite 2000 

Hcifywood, CA 80028 

1213 ) 960-1936 

Telefax: (2131 953-3351 


A'nomeys for Plaintiff 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF MARIN 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY ) 

INTERNATIONAL, 6 California not-for-profit) 
religious corporation, 3 

I 

} 

) 

Plaintiff, ) 

} 

] 

vs. 5 

3 

) 

) 

GERALD ARMSTRONG: DOES 1 through ) 
25, if;elusive, ) 

} 

} 

Defendants. ) 

___ \ 


TMt matter came on for hearing on October 6, 1995, on motion of plaintiff 
Church of Scientology Internationa) ("the Church") for Summary Adjudication of 
the Twentieth Cause of Action of the Second Amended Complaint. Plaintiff 
Church cf Scientology interr.trriongf appeared by its attorneys, Andrew H. WUsan 
Of VViisert, Ryen & Camollongo and Laufte J. BgrtLaon of Bowles & Ntajcoru 


CASE NO. EC 157S345 
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ORDER OF PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 


DATE: October 6, 1995 
TIME: S:C0 «.m. 

DEPT: 1 


TRIAL DATE: Vacated 
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defendant Armstrong appeared by his attorney, Pord Greene. Having read and 
considered the moving and opposing papers, and The evidence end arguments 
presented therein and at the hearing, and good cause appearing! 

IT iS ORDERED: 

The Church's motion for summary adjudication of the twentieth cause of 
action of the Second Amended Complaint is GRANTiO. The Court finds that there 
fe no triable issue of material fact as to any of the following: 

t. Plaintiff snc defendant freely and voluntarily entered into e Mutual 
Release of AS Claims end Settlement Agreement {'Agreement") In December. 
ISM. 

2. Plaintiff performed ail of its obligations pursuant to the Agreement. 

3. Defendant Armstrong received Substantial consideration for the 
promises which he made in the Agreement. 

A. since 1990, defendant Armstrong hzs repeatedly breached 
paragraphs 7(Qh 7-1E, 7{Hi, 7[Gl 10, 18(D) end 20 Of the Agreement. 

5. Between 13S1 and the present, Armstrong breached paragraphs 7{GJ, 
7(H) end 10 of the Agreement by providing voluntary assistance, exclusive of 
testimony mace pursuant to s vend subpoena, to the following private individuals, 
each of whom WES pressing s claim or encaged in litigation with plaintiff and/or 
one or more of the designated beneficiaries of the Agreement: 

* Vicki end Richard Aznansn, anti-Scientchogy litigants in the case of 

Vicki Asreran. at gi, v, Church of Se-'enT piggy InismzitelAl United States 

District Court far the Centre) District of California, Osm Ho. CV 8d-l78S 

UMU ISep.St.Nos. 11-183; 



* Joseph A. Yanny, ami-SeiemclosY Rtfgsm fn the case of Religious 
Trchrsoiogv Cemer et et. v. Joseph Yannv. et si, . Los Angeles Superior 
Court Mq. C 690711 and a^ato-.* Technology Center »? at v- Joseph 
Yanny, et fiL Los Angeles Superior Court Nc, BC 033035 {Sep.St.Nos, 17- 
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201 ; 

* Malcolm NothJing, anti-Scientology litigant in the matter between 
Malcolm Nothfing and the Church of Scientology in South Afrie®, AdtCodd, 
Diane Kemp, OJen Ro&n$; Supreme Court Of South Africa (WstwatzJHtfsnd 
Local Division} Cate No. 15221/88. {Sep.St.Noa. 21*241; 

* Reeder's Digest Corporetion, enti-SotemologY Ktfgsm In the case of 

Church of Sdeniofocv of Lausanne vs. Kiosk AG, Basel. Switzerland 
[3ep.St.Nos. 25-2C]; ■ 

* Richard Behar, emi-Scicntoiogy litigant in the case .of Church gf 
Spie.otcrfp.cv lnterrgt‘Q"cl v. Time Werngr, Inc.; Time Inc. Macazfrs ComgSfty 
and Richard Sshar . United States District Court, Southern District of New 
Yorfc, Case No. 92 Civ. $024 PKL [Sep.St.Nos- 27*28]; 

* Steven Huntiker, anti-Scientology litigant in the case of Hun 2 iker_y^ 
AppHed Marersly. Ire, . Sente Cler$ Superior Court Case No. 692623 
[Sep.St.Nos. 23*33!; 

* David Mayo, tmi-Scier.tolcgy litigant in the case of Religious 
Techno'ocv' Center v,Jcb;p Scctr. etal. United Stater District Court for the 
Central District of California, Case No, 65-7!1 [Sep.St.Ncs. 34-35]; 

* Cult Awareness Network, anti*Scientology Gtigant in the case of Cult 
Awareness Network v. Ch urch of Sctcnrefacv in tern,gttonsi.et^i., Circuit 
Court of Cook County, Illinois, No- S4L804 [$ep.St.Nos,3B--3Si; 

* Lewrsnce Wellers helm, end-Sole otology litigant In the cases of 

Lavyi 2 .nct; v Church &f.Scigfitptome-^-g ail/gfela; Los Anjele* 

Superior Ccurt.Number C332Q2? and Church oL$cleHTO?c?y of California v. 
Lawrence Wpngrsheim, Los Angeles Superior Court Number 5C0748T5 
[S«p.St,N'eB. 40-421; 

* Ronald Lawtey, anti-Scientology litigant in the eases of fte*ic ; aus 
TechgOiO-gy-Centef, e: sL vs. Ros(nJ5cGtt. , pt-a l.. u.S. District Court Central 

3 
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District of California, Case No. 85-7:1 MRPfBxh Matter Between C^tosft ef 
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^teniafogy Advcacec! jQmgnagTKir, Saret m gjrp se andAfhse, end tobin 
Scott, Ron taw^y, Morse Seltm-g'-ng, Stephen g-sbgy in the High Court cf 
Justice Queen's Bench Division, Cas« 1984 S NO. 1675; and Matter 
g^twggnxnoroh of Sc»>nto:oqv P^iiqious EOucation_C^Iia.og-i^ gndmngy 
Cgrtyr, Ron Lawigy. graven Bisbev . in the High Court of Justice Queen's 
Bench Division, Case 1385 C No. 1223$ [Sep.St.No*. 4-3-44]; 

* Uwe Start* and $:«v«n Fishman, anxKSciento'ogy litigants in the case 
of Church of s^ifirtto{Qfi34Lntey,«iong! v. Steven F5hmarL_ei_gi ., United 
States District Court for the Cer.irai District Of California Njm&Of 31 <6426 

HlHrrxnSeo.St.Nos. 45-463; 

* Titty Good, a claimant against the Church of Scientology, Mission of 
Sacramento Vaiiey {Sep.St.Nos. 36-37); 

* Oer.i&e Gamin, a claiman* agaenst the Church of Scientciogy cf Orange 
County; Church of Scientology of Boston; and Church of Sciemn’ony, Rag 
Service Organization fSep.St.Ncs. 36-37}; and 


Ed Roberts, a cieimant against the Church of Scientology of 



is 


4?t#v^r,£ -Cc^^k Z&Zf b 

6. Between 1232 and the present, Armstrong breached paragraph 7(0) 


20 ] 


a? 

28 
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of the Agreement by contacting media representatives, granting Interviews and 
attempting to.assist media representatives in the preparation for publication or 
broadcast magazine articles, newspaper articles, books, rggi© ana television 
programs, about or concerning the Church and/or other persons -and-entire* 
referred to In peregreph 1 of the Agreement. These media representatives 
Included: 

* Cab!* Network News: reporter Don Knapp, in March, 1892 

[Sep.St.Nos. 47-48 J; 

* American Lawyer Magazine;Tgpcrttr Sift Horne, in March, T 952 
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(Stp.St.Np. 433; 

* Up* Angeies Times: reporter Bob We&cs, fa May, 1992; and r&panef 
Joel SappeH, in June, 1933 (Stp.St.Nos. 50-511; 

* CAN Video Interview, with Bnti-Scientolog«sts "Spanky® Taylor and 
Jerry Whitfield, in'November, 1322 (Sep, St.No. 523; 

* KFAX Radio; interview panned but prevented in Aprs, 1SS3 

[Sep.SuNo, 533; — 

* Newsweek Magazine: reporter Charles Fleming, fn June, 1SS3~and 
August, 1SS3 ISep.St.Nn .-54-56}; 

•* Oe«y Journal; reporter Mike Tipping, in June, 1233 [Sep.StJ'io. 57 j; 

* Time MggetMe: rt oorter Richard Sehar, in March, 1992 end in June, 
1823- {Sep.St.Nos-. 56-5SJ; 

* 'San Francisco Recorder; reporter Jennifer Cohen, In August, T523 
{5ep,St.Np. 5d; 

* El Entertainment Network: reporter Greg Agnew, in August. 1SS3 

{Stp,$t.No. Sll; 

* WORD Radio: Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, interviewed in the fail of 1993 
(Sep.St.No. 52}; 

* St, Petersburg Times: St. Petersburg. Florida, reporter Wayne Garcia, 
in the fill of 1283 [Sep-St.No. 6S}; 

* Premiere Magazine: fetter to the editor, in October, 1393 lSep.St.No. 

641 i 

* Mirror-Grcup NdwspSoers: United Kingdom, in May, 1S§4 
(Sfip.St.No. 553; 

* Gauntlet Magazine: New York, New York, reporter Rick Cuslsk in 
June, 1924 tSep.St.NO. 661; 

* Pacific Sun Newspaper: reporter Rick Sine, in June and July, T9S4 
(Sep.St-No. 67J; 
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* Disney Cfbte: reporter Marsha Nix, inAugust, 1SS4 ISep.St.No. $8]j 

end 

* Tom Vote: Swiss author writing a book about Scientology, in 

Ootobtr, 7SS4 FSep.SLNo. esj, 

7. Between 1332 and the present, Armstrong breeched paragraph 7(D] 
of the Agree,-n«r«t by preparing end eiiTfiSUyng at m«5t three manuscripts 
concerning his claimed expffjgncss in ind with Scientology, Including a treatment 
for e screenplay which he intends to turn into 6 film l$ap.St.No*,70-7l j, 

8. Between T331 end the present Arrnstrong'further breached 
peregrsph 7(Dj of th g Agreement by disclosing his pistmad experiences in or with 
Scterttotogy to each cf the folkjwlr.g persons or groups, not previously fofentrfied: 
Robert Lobsir.gcr JSep.St.NO. 721; the New York Times [Sep-StNO- 73]; Toby 
Pievin, Stuart Cufter, Anthony-Lefog, Kent Eurtner, endMargaret Singer 
(Sep.Suhio- 74]; Pri^cihe Coates [Sep-St.No, 75]; Qmer Garrison J6ep.St.No. 76]; 
Vaughn end‘Stacy'Young rSeo.St.No. 771; a Stanford University pstychalagy cixcc 
[Sep.St.Na, .781; attendees at the 1$$2 Cult Awareness Network Convention 
(Sep.St-No, 7$]; end rigng Whitfield [Sep-St-No. 80], 

S, Defendant Armstrong has rf?te?eted numerous times that he intends 
to continuing, breaching the Agreement unless he rs ordered by the Court to cease 
and desist (Sep.St.No*. 87-37], 

1C. Plaintiff* legal remedies fire inadequate insofar as the scope of the 
r«rref ordered-bdow is concerned, TamenndTfthQoraohv -Workshop. Ine„j^,Sanders 
(1383* 143 G3f.ADP.3d 87t. 577-571, 133 Cef^ptr. 403. 413. 

Accord'ngfy. the Court finds that entry of & permanent Injunction in this 
action is necessary in this ®ctk>n because pecuniary coincensation could not afford 

A 

the Church sdequ«fto rtt?ief t end the restraint <* necessary in crctnc prevent a 
mutripUchy of actions for breach of contract. CivtS Code S 3422tfM3T a OR0t£H 
cf inluncvon is therefore entered &$ follows: 

€- 
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Defendant Qaraid Armstrong, his agents, employees, and personsacting fe: 
concerts-conspiracy vvhn tiim *rt restrained and enjoined from doing direcGy Of 
indir*ctfy any of the fallowing: 

t, VokinisdiY issuing any person (net a .governmental -Otgan or 
entity} intending to make, intending to press, intending to er&itrate, <st 
intending to fitigete. a ct&tm, regarding such cte tm or regarding pressing, 
arbitrating, or legating it against any of the following person* or em&w: 
o The Chureh of Scientology tnarrifticnsl, its officers, director*, agents, 
representatives, empfoyees, volunteers, successors, --assign# snsTfegal 
counsel; 


3 


o The Church of Scientology of California, its officers, directors, agents, 
representatives, employees, volunteers. Successors, assigns snd legal 



counsel; 

© TieiigsousTccnnoiugy Center, hs officers, directors, agents. 


i5; 

ie 


representatives, err® ‘.cvm, volunteers, successors, -sssfgn* and if gal 
counsel; 


in 


is; 

i 




54 


35 

24 


o The Church of Sgir??uaf Technology, its officers, directors, agents, 

reprf employees, vc'unieers, successors, assigns and f€£S, f 

counsel; 

o ah Scientology and Scientology affiliated "Churches, organizations and 
entities, «nd their officers, directors, agents, representatives, 
-employees, volunteers, successors, assigns and legal counsel; 

© Author Services, lr,c., it# officers, directors, agents, rspmssncrtivec, 
ampteyec*, voiunreera, successors, assigns end legs! counsel; 
t3 The Estate of L Ron Hubbard, hs executor, beneficiaries, heirs. 
rcprcsenlstWea, snd legal counsel; enp/cr 


27! o Mary Sue Hubbard; 

aej (Hereinafter referred to collectively as 'the §enefclaries*}; 
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2. Voluntarily assisting any person (not s govemmefttai organ or 
-smixy) defending a clsim, intending to defend s dsim. Intending to defers an 
ertntrrion, or intending to defend any claim being pressed, made, arbitrated 
Or Mv<jctfed by any of the Sengffeisrisj, regarding such OrSim Of regarding 
defending, arts!instlng, or Etigatlrtg against ft 

3 . Voiumariiy assisting any person {not a government! organ or 

entity} arbitrating or Utiyotiny adversely to any of the Esrvgflcisries; 

4. Facilitating in *ny manner the creation, publication, broadcast, j 

writing, fuming cubic recording, video recording, electronic recording or 
reproduction ct any «ur»d of any boo*c, article, flint, ttilcvisicft pro gram, radio [ 
program, treatment declaration, scree noisy or other literary, snittic or j 

I 

documenury work of any kind which discusses, refers to or mentions 
Seismology, the Church, and/or any of The Bsr.gficiarits; 

5. Discussing with anyone, not a memoar of Armstrong's 

immediate fa miry or his attorney, Scietrtoipay, the Church, and/or sny of the 

geneffeitfiex: ] 


sel 
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in addition, it is ORDERED that, within 2Q days of the issuance of this Order, 
Armstrong shell: 

1 , Return to the' Church any documents which hs now has In his 
possession, custody or control which discuss Of concern Scientology, the 
Church and/or any parson or entity referred to in paragraph 1 of the 'Mutual 
Relees* of All Claims end Settlement Agreement* Of Decs mbs f, 19 86, ether 
than documents which have been fifed In this Jftlgttion. 
it is further ORDERED That during The pendency Of this utig^udfi, dodurnehtf 
which have been fiisd In this litigation may be retained fey Armstrong's counsel. 
Those documents ere to remain seated. In the possession Of Mr, Greene or any 
successor coorsti, end may rsst fee distributed to third parties. A! ths conc-usisn 
of the instant litigator,, it is ORDERED that all documents from this case in 
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counsel's pas-session whfcft do not comprise counsel's work product wiTbe 
deHvered to counsel for Counsel's wcrfe product rosy be rstemed by 

Armstrong's caunssl 


DATED: 
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Andrew E. Silsoa. SSN 0 S 3209 
WILSON r RYAN £ CAKPJLONCO 
X15 Senseae Street 
Fourth Floor 

sm Fraccieen, California. 941C4 
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Laurie 7 . Bartilson, £BN 129220 

KCXOK & IASTII40E 

62?5 Sunset Boulevard, Salta 2000 

Hollywood, CA 9002 S 

{ 212 ) 960-1934 

Tvlcftx: (213) 953-3351 


I Attorneys for Plaintiff 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
INIERNATICNAL 
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FOR THE COUNTY OF KARIN 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL', % California not- 
for-profit religious corporation 


Plaintiff, 


vs. 


GERAIS ARMSTRONG) OCXS 1 through 

25 , inclusive. 


Sefendears. 


) CASE NO. EC i$?£S0 

) 

) [PROPOSED) 

} 

) ORDER OF SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
? A5 TO THE THIRTEENTH, 

} SIXTEENTH, SEVENTEENTH, AND 
) NINETEENTH' CAUSES Or ACTION 
* 

) 

) DATEi OotCier 6 , 1555 

> TIKE: *tOC i.s. 

) OEPTi 1 

> 

1 

2 TRIAL DATE? vacated 

3 

) 

1 


24 

25 
26 : 
27 
28 ; 


This setter crag on for hearing on October s, 19 66, on 
notion of plaintiff chirred of Scientology international ( a the 
Church*} for Suasary Adjudication of the Thirteenth, sixteenth. 
Seventeenth, and Nineteenth Causes of Action of the Second 
Amended cooplaint. Plaintiff Church of Scientology International 
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appeared by its *ttarxs*y«r, Andrew X. Vll*on of Wilson, Jtyan £ 
C*3tpi leave *nd Leurie J. E&rfciicsn «f Ecwles £ Ko*ea f «*fandent 

Armstrong appeared by his attorney, Ford Greene* Having read and 
considered tii* moving end opposing paper*, fcftd the evidence end 
arguments presented therein and at the hearing, ar.d good cause 
appearings 

IT IS- GS5US3: 

1 . The Motion of Plaintiff for dusasry Adjudication of 
Issues &c to the Thirteenth, Sixteenth, Seventeenth, ana 
HiMneenth Causes of Action of the Second ftnended Ccspiaint is 
GSAKTED in favor of Plaintiff, Church cf Scientology 
International, and against Cefendar.t, C&r&ld Amstrcnc, in. "Che 
ascunt of ?2QO,oac* 

Plaintiff has set its burden cf shoving that defendant 
breached tha settler an t agreeaent and that it is entitled to 
liquidated cecagei of f52,ooo for each -breath* Defendant has 
failed to raise a triable issue as to any Of the causes cf 
action, && fellaerr 

ryya.LlSTTy or Liqtjisarsn nmc-Es- prcvtSICK : Defendant's 
evidence regarding bis attorneys' failure to re.pre.sent, bis. 
xhtehethr '{Re© Tecta -41 end st) is hearsay end/or not based en 
personal knowledge* The -opinion of defendant's attorney as -to 
the.validity of the provision (see, «u$.. Facts 52~54# 57-doi is 
iriPR-lervant and hearsay. The faet tsar two otaw clients signed # 
sattieeent agreeeent containing ths. us« liercidated. daB^ces 
&j=ount (see Facte 5S-5S and «3-fia) does not raise an inferenca 
that the provision v&s unreasonable. Defandant's -evidence is 
ias-arricieat to raise a reasonable inference of uftemia 1 


4 



Jit 11 2001 16146 FR 


TO 9 - 115 


P.2B 


T 5 £ 05^55 Pfl 





bargaining power (ns par cars* I knowledge «hawi that pXti*«;££*, a* 


2 

i 

I 

3 

i 

j 

4j 

' 

«i 


I 


7; 

e 

j 

10 

11 

xzi 

i 

a} 

} 

a 

x 

I7| 

is! 

i 

iS i 

»v, 
21 
22 

23 

24 

-25 
26 
27 s 

J 

<m <~T< 

I 


opjotad to Ylynn# positioned defendant as a Meal breaker* f 
Tlyna'B statssonts >.6*rsty; no personal knovlsds* -jsfcsvs of 
plaintiff'* wealth; wealth alone doe* not raise inference of 
sheguai bargaining povar since no showing defendant desperate for ; 
son*y and had to accept or. plaintiff's t*r»s)Tr Defendant'** 
evidenc* does not raise an inference that plaintiff's calculation 
is '"unS* thosabl* 1 ' (Fourteenth c&us® of Action seeks 55a*oac for 
-etch of is letters; nineteenth esust of Action is hssed only on 
declarations , not on other contacts between defendant and 
attorney/other clients). Defendant rails to establish how he 
knows plaintiff hod not been injured by sis sea tenants it the 
tine ef settlement. 

Pi^ESS ; Flynn 7 s statements to defendant are hearsay. (See, 
e.g ., h'.e Facts xC and id.} further, defendant has net shewn | 
■chat plair-tirf ves avare cf Flynn's purported duress cf ; 

defendant. (See lM*p*r vu 5oitr*«i {I3S9'} 53 Chi. 2d 135* 206. > j 
Con tra r y to defendant's statscetf about duffihf* “careful weighing | 

i 

of options'* it ccasplately inconsistent with an absence *e£ the I 

■free -*jt«rcis* of his will power* or his having "no re&sontfilft j 

( 

alt*rr»tiv« ta js ua a tr t hi ng- * (See Philippine Expert £ Foreign | 

Xceur ©lartntfia Ccrp, v. Cheiditc (XSSQ} 218 Cal.App.3D 1Q58* | 

1S7S; fs iie Kenrisge of Ssltips (tsssv 222 Cal.App.iC ff> 64'.)' } 

T7LAUO : Flyna'e ¥t«terwnts to defendant feee Fact vt). ax® ; 

{ 

hearsay. The Court finds that the portions ti the agreement J 

Cited by defendant (see Facts 79 and £0) d* not establish a | 

cutual confidentiality raquirexenu. Paragraph 7(X> only | 

sr©fi.iuit.£ the pertiea froa £1 se5.eslr*g inf&rmatios is— liSig&SJjlS j 
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•fcetasaa tn« fi&jgJL&S? paragraph \M (3> only prohibit* disclosure of 
the teras of the stttleg&at; defendant fco .2 net ehc-wn that 
plaintiff did either of those things. Furth&r, *[e]oeethlng sore 
ti*SS Sid&jHSFf GySs-aCe 1» Enquired to prove the def££4£&t r $ 
is testier, not to perfore his pres l£&.” (fearer v. £i fpereer&e. 
ISC. ( 1 S 65 ) 3 $ 'Cal. 3 d IS, 30 - 31 ). 

HS SPECIFIC ■gESF6RME»CS,_ ■•BaSft^,C^g^gg.£-&Sa_^£LI£E 
covekakt ; Defendant relies cn the purported actuality 
requirement, which ha has failed to establish, 

First iLseji’drienv rugb 1* r*sy be vfiivmd- by 
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contract, (See ITT feificcs Promote Carp. v. Dcolcy (15S5) 214 
Cai.App.2D 307, 312.) 


fh“ Plaintiff has asKeo that the exhibits w nss *e,s 
previously ordered sealed be stricken as they ere trade secrets, 
irrelevant to this notion, This request is S^TSS. They art 
not relevant, Further, th ey ^rere mad by 2£r# Aj^tstmng rn 3 
P*r vhen ha is, in fact, represented by counsel. 

Sated: October , 1SS5 

OCT *7 8* 

axx s, isostf 


CASy «, TKGKA5 

Judge of thd Superior Court 
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Approved &6 to fora: 


Ford Green* 

Attorney for Dofondants Gerald 
Arcstr eng and the Cera Id Armstrong 
Corporation 
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PROOF OF SERVICE 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ) 

) ss. 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ) 

I as employed in the County of California, State of 

California. I am over the age of eighteen (18) years and not a 

party to the within action. My business address is 6255 Sunset 

goulev 5 x r Suite 2000, Hollywood, CA 90028, 

On October is, 1995 I served the foregoing document described 

as NOTICE OF RULING on interested parties in this action, 

[ ] by placing the true copies thereof in sealed 
■envelopes as stated on the attached nailing, list;. 

[X] by placing f ] the original [X] true copies 
thereof in sealed envelopes addressed, certified 
mail, as follows: 

Ford Greene 

HUB Law Offices 

711 Sir Francis Drake Elvd, 

San Anselno, CA 94960 - 1949 

MICHAEL WALTON 

700 Larkspur Landing Circle 

Suite 120 

Larkspur, CA 9493 

I 1 *1 deposited such envelope in the mail at Los 
Angeles, California. The envelope was mailed with 
postage thereon fully prepaid. 

[X] ~~Ae follows: I am “readily familiar" with the 
firm's practice of collection and processing 
correspondence for nailing. Under that practice it 
would be deposited with U.S. postal service on that 
same day with postage thereon fully prepaid at Los 
Angeles, California in the ordinary course of 
business. I am aware that on motion of party 
served, service is presumed invalid if postal 
cancellation date or postage meter date is more 
than one day after date of deposit for mailing an 
affidavit. 

Executed on October 18, 1995 at Los Angeles, California. 

( } PERSONAL SERVICE) I delivered such — 
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envelopes by hand to the offices of the addressees. 
Executed on October l£, 1995, at San Rafael, California. 


(Xj (State) I declare under penalty of the lavs of 
the State of California that the above is true and 
correct. 


[ ] (Federal.) I declare that I am employed in the 
office of a member of the bar of this court at 
whose direction the service was made. 

Print or Type Name 

* (By Kail, signature must be of person depositing 
envelope in mail slot, box or bag) 



** (For personal service signature must be that of 
messenger) 



TOTAL PAGE. 23 ** 
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Andrew H. Wilson 
WILSON, RYAN £ CAKPILONGO 
23S Montgomery street 
Suite 450 

San Francisco, California 94104 
(415) 391-3900 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY INTERNATIONAL 


Z3 
JUN 0 5 1397 

JOHN R MONTGOMERY, 

Court Executive Oftker 
MARIN COUNTY COURTS 
By: C. Baker, Deputy 




SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 


FOR THE COUNTY OF KARIN 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY ) Case No. 152229 

INTERNATIONAL, a California ) 
not-for-profit religious ) 

corporation/ ) ORDER OF CONTEMPT 

) 

Plaintiff, ) 

) 

vs. ) 

) 

GERALD ARMSTRONG; DOES 1 ) 

through 25, inclusive, ) 

) 

Defendants. ) 

_ ) 


The contempt proceedings against Defendant GERALD ARMSTRONG 
cane on for hearing by the Court on Kay 23, 1997 pursuant to this 
Court's ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE RE CONTEMPT issued on February 18, 
1997, and further pursuant to this Court's ORDER ALLOWING SERVICE 
OF THE ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE RE CONTEMPT issued on March 5, 1997. 
Petitioner CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY INTERNATIONAL appeared by its 
counsel, Andrew H. Wilson. Defendant ARMSTRONG did not appear 
nor did Defendant file any opposition or evidence. 

GOOD CAUSE APPEARING THEREFOR, the Court makes the following 
findings: 


l. On October 17, 1995 this Court entered an Order of 
Permanent Injunction against ARMSTRONG (the ®Order n ) following 
notions for summary adjudication brought by Plaintiff. This 
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Order vas later incorporated into a judgment entered against Hr* 
2] Armstrong on Kay 2, 1996 (the "Judgment") . The Order prohibits 

3 ARMSTRONG from voluntarily assisting any persons litigating 

4 claims adverse to the "Beneficiaries" end from creating or 

51 publishing "works" discussing any of the Beneficiaries. One of 
6 the Beneficiaries is a corporation known as Religious Technology 
71 center ("RTC"). 

8i 2. The Order vas valid when rendered and remains fully 

9 enforceable, notwithstanding ARMSTRONG'S appeal of the Judgment. 

10 The filing of a Notice of Appeal does not render a valid order 

11 unenforceable. 

3. ARMSTRONG had knowledge of the Order. ARMSTRONG'S 
13jj counsel appeared at the hearing pertaining to the Order and 
14j received Notice of Entry. ARMSTRONG also received a Notice of 
15| Entry of Order which vas served on his counsel. ARMSTRONG'S 
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16fl actual knowledge of the Order is also shown bv the fact that 
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ARMSTRONG himself signed and filed a Notice of Appeal of the 
Judgment. 

4. ARMSTRONG had the ability’‘to comply with the Order. The 
Order was specific. It prohibited ARMSTRONG from voluntarily 
assisting any person arbitrating or litigating adversely to the 
| Beneficiaries and also prohibited ARMSTRONG from facilitating in 
any manner the creation, publication, broadcast, writing, 
electronic recording or reproduction of various documentary 
works. There has been no suggestion, and certainly no showing by 
ARMSTRONG, that he is incapable of complying with the Order. 

Ill 

ORDER OP CONTEMPT -2- 
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5. ARMSTRONG willfully disobeyed the Order. On or about 
January 26, 1997, ARMSTRONG sent a document entitled DECLARATION 
OF GERALD ARMSTRONG to United States District Judge Ronald M. 
Whyte. Judge Whyte was at the time presiding over three cases in 
which the plaintiff is RTC. In the Declaration, ARMSTRONG 
recites his understanding that he was prohibited from sending 
such a Declaration directly to litigants end states that he is 
instead sending it directly to Judge Whyte in the hopes of 
influencing his decision on a pending natter. This evidences 
ARMSTRONG'S willful disobedience of the Order and Judgnent. 

IT IS KZREBY ADJUDGED, ORDERED AND DECREED that Defendant 
GERALD ARMSTRONG is guilty of Contempt of Court for a failure to 
obey the Order and Judgnent by sending the Declaration, as 
described above, to Judge White. As set forth above, the Order 
vas valid and enforceable; ARMSTRONG had knowledge of the Order, 
had the ability to ccnpiy vith the Order and willfully disobeyed 
the Order. 

IT IS FURTHER ADJUDGED, ORDERED AND DECREED that Defendant 
GERALD ARMSTRONG is to be punished for the foregoing contempt by 
a fine of $1,000.00 and confinement in the County Jail for a 
period not to exceed 43 hours. 

Dated: JUNO 3 193? CiRTW. THOMAS _ 

JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT 


vpic uc C2 , OCTuss^ceopc orC 
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ANDREW H. WILSON SBK 063209 
C3AUDETTE C. GREENE SBK 184437 
WILSON CAKPXLONGO in? 

115 Sensaae Street/ suite 400 
San rrandiseo, calif'omia 94104 
(415) 391-3900 

Attorneys for, Plaintiff . 

CHURCH or SCIENT6LDCY INTERNATIONAL 


SUPERIOR COURT OF TEE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR TEE COUNTY OF KAKIF 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY ) 

INTERNATIONAL, a California ) 


not-for-profit religious 
corporation; 

Plaintiff, 


vs. 


GERALD ARMSTRONG; DOES 1 
through 25, inclusive. 

Defendants. 


) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

5 

) 

)• 

V 

J 

) 


Case Ho. 152229 

EEHCS mEANT 
(Civil) 


•The People of the State of California to any peace officer' of 
this state: 

On October 17, 1995, this-Court entered an Order of-Pcrsahent 
Injunction (against Defendant gerald Armstrong (°ARMSTRONG 0 ). The. 
Order prohibits ARMSTRONG fro* voltcntarily assisting any •,persons 
litigating clains, adverse to the "Beneficiaries" and prohibiting 
“works" discussing any of the Beneficiaries. It,e-order, van valid., 
ARMSTRONG had knowledge of the Order. ARMSTRONG has the ability- to 
cosply vith the Order. 

Armstrong willfully disobeyed the order by .’©ending a 
declaration to'Judge White. 

The contempt proceedings against ARMSTRONG, case on’ for hearing 
by the above-referenced Court on Kay 23;. 1997 pursuant to this 
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1 court's ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE R£ COOTEKPT issued on February IS, 1997, 

2 - ary d pursuant to this Court's ORDER ALLOWIHG SERVICE OF THE ORDER SO. 
. 3 SHOW CAUSE RE COKTEKPX issued on Kerch. S, 1997. 1SKSTOQK6; did -net 

4 appear nor did arksteorg file any opposition or evidence. An .ORDER 

5 o?‘ coktekpt' vas issued by this court on June .5, 1997 (A true.tpd. 

6 correct, copy of this crder is attached and highlighted here as 

7 Exhibit A) . 

S ’ YOU ARE THEREFORE ORDEPXD fCTthVith to errest GERALD ARKSTRORG 

9 vhose last known address: 715 Sir Francis' Drake Boulevard, San- 

10 Ansels©, CA •94360-1949 and bring hin before this 'Court to sbov 

11 cause why he should not he punished for. contempt for disobeying the 

t 

'12 tandate of mis court. , 

.13. -Arrest under this bench warrant nay be made at any tine of the 


•14 | day or .-night. . 


Bail is fixed in the sur of 


>Q (and pursuant to the 


16 ORDER OF CONTD5FT,. including a fine of $1000.-00 and confinement- in 

17 'the County Jail fcr a period not to exceed 48 hours). 




BO ORDERED 
^ a 11 A* f l t C t 






JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT 









WILSON, KVA CAMHl.ONOO 
2.0 Muntgimicij direct, Suite 450 
Sun hinncisLu, ('ntiluttiih 94 104 
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ANDREW H. WILSON, ESQ., SBN 063209 

WILSON CAMPILONGO LLP 

115 Sansome Street, Suite 400 

San Francisco, California 94104 

(415) 391-3900 

(415) 954-0938 (fax) 

KENDRICK MOXON, ESQ., SBN 128240 

MOXON & BARULSON 

550 N. Brand Blvd., Suite 700 

Glendale CA 91203 

(818) 546-5064 

(818) 546-5068 (fax) 


Attorneys for Plaindff/Judgment Creditor 



FEB 2 0 1998 

JOHN P. MONTGOMERY, 
Court Executive Officer 
MARIN COUNTY COURTS 
By: T. Olsen, Deputy 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF MARIN 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL, a California not-for-profit 
religious corporation. 


Plaintiff. 


vs. 


CASE NO. 152229 
CASE NO. 157680 

(CONSOLIDATED) 

SECOND ORDER OF 
CONTEMPT 


23 

24 


GERALD ARMSTRONG; MICHAEL 
WALTON; THE GERALD ARMSTRONG 
CORPORATION, a California for-profit 
corporation; DOES 1 through 100, inclusive, 

Defendants. 


) 


The second post-judgment contempt proceedings against Defendant GERALD 
ARMSTRONG, on the Court's Order to Show Cause issued on December 2, 1997, came 

25 'j before this Court on January 30, 1998 at approximately 1:45 p.m. Defendant Armstrong 

26 failed to appear. The Court has reviewed all papers submitted and has taken oral argument. 

27 | GOOD CAUSE APPEARING THEREFOR, the Court makes the following findings: 
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1. On October 17, 1995, this Court entered an Order of Permanent Injunction 
against Armstrong (the "Order") and subsequently incorporated the Order into a judgment 
entered against Armstrong on May 2, 1996 (the "Judgment"). By this Court’s Order, 
Armstrong is prohibited from voluntarily assisting any persons litigating claims adverse to the 
"Beneficiaries"; from "facilitating in any manner the creation, publication, broadcast, writing, 
filming, audio recording, video recording, electronic recording or reproduction of any kind of 
any book, article, film, television program, radio program, treatment, declaration, screenplay 
or other literary, artistic or documentary work of any kind which discusses, refers to or 
mentions Scientology, the Church, and/or any of the Beneficiaries"; and from discussing with 
anyone, not a member of Armstrong’s immediate family or his attorney, Scientology, the 
Church, and/or any of the Beneficiaries". 

2. The Order was valid when rendered and remains fully valid and enforceable. 
The Court notes that Armstrong's appeal of the Judgment has been dismissed. The Court 
notes further, however, that even during the pendency of Armstrong's appeal, he was 
obligated to obey the lawful Order of this Court. 

3. Armstrong had knowledge of the Order and. further, that he had the ability to 
compiv with the Order. The Order was specific as to the restrictions it imposed upon 
Armstrong. There has been no showing, nor suggestion, that he is incapable of complying 
with the Order. Rather there is ample evidence before this Court that Armstrong has 
knowingly and deliberately chosen to breach and/or disregard this Court’s Order, on numerous 
occasions. 
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4. Upon review of the full record before it. this Court has determined that 
Armstrong has willfully disobeyed the Order. The Court has determined that in thirteen (13) 
separate incidents between September 2. 1997 and November 26, 1997, Armstrong knowingly 
and willfully disobeyed the Order of this Court, as follows: 

(a) On or about September 2, 1997, in violation of the Order, Armstrong created 
and caused to be widely disseminated bv means of the Internet a documentary work which 
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discussed CSI and other beneficiaries of the Settlement Agreement. See Declaration of 
Andrew H. Wilson in support of Ex Parte Application for Order to Show Cause re Contempt, 
Exhibit E. 

(b) On or about October 14, 1997, in violation of the Order, Armstrong created and 
caused to be widely disseminated by means of the Internet a documentary work, which violated 
the terms of the above referenced Judgment. See Wilson declaration, Exhibit F. 

(c) On or about October 14, 1997, in violation of the Order, Armstrong created and 
caused to be widely disseminated by means of the Internet a documentary work which violated 
the terms of the above referenced Judgment. See Wilson declaration. Exhibit G. 

(d) Also on or about October 14, 1997, in violation of the Order, Armstrong 
created and caused to be widely disseminated by means of the Internet a documentary work 
which violated the terms of the above referenced Judgment. See Wilson declaration, Exhibit 
H. 

(e) On or about October 20. 1997, in violation of the Order. Armstrong created and 
caused to be widely disseminated by means of the Internet a documentary work which violated 
the terms of the above referenced Judgment. See Wilson declaration. Exhibit I. 

(f) Also on or about October 20, 1997. in violation of the Order. Armstrong 
created and caused to be widely disseminated by means of the Internet a documentary work 
which violated the terms of the above referenced Judgment. See Wilson declaration, Exhibit 
J. 

(g) On or about October 23. 1997, Armstrong caused to be widely disseminated by 
means of the Internet a letter written to the Hon. Alfonse D'Amato concerning the efforts of 
CSI to combat religious discrimination in Germany. This action constituted the publication 
and/or broadcast of a documentary work which violated the terms of the above referenced 
Judgment. See Wilson declaration. Exhibit K. 

(h) In or about early October, 1997, in violation of the Order, Armstrong 
voluntarily and willingly participated in a videotaped interview during w'hich he violated the 
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terms of the above referenced Judgment. Armstrong was informed prior to the interview that 
it was being recorded for broadcast on British television. See Wilson declaration, Exhibit C. 

(i) In or about October, 1997, Armstrong gave a speech on or about October 26, 
1997. In that speech, Armstrong violated the Injunction and the above referenced judgment 

(j) During that same visit, Armstrong gave an interview to the Berliner Zeirung, 
resulting in an article in that publication, an examination of which article clearly shows that 

the interview given violated the Injunction. See Wilson declaration, Exhibits M and N. 

I 

(k) On October 28, 1997, Armstrong traveled to Hamburg, Germany where he 
appeared at a public event. During which, Armstrong committed further violations of the 
terms of the Judgment, as reprinted in the October 28th edition of the Frankfurter Rundschau. 
See Wilson declaration. Exhibits P. 

(l) Also on this trip to Germany, Armstrong gave interviews to at least three 
television interviewers resulting in broadcasts on Germany TV channels N-TV, B1 TV and 
SAT 1 TV. In addition to this. Armstrong was interviewed by the regional newspaper Taz. 
resulting in the article of October 28. 1997. See Wilson declaration. Exhibits Q and R. 

(m) On that date November 26, 1997, Armstrong created another Internet posting 
which purported to be a verbatim transcription of a complaint which Armstrong had recently 
filed in the United States District court for the District of Nevada. See Wilson declaration. 
Exhibit S. This complaint is a "documentary work" concerning a "beneficiary" as 
contemplated by the Order while the filing of this complaint is privileged, its publication on 
the Internet is not and is a violation of the terms of the Judgment. 

IT IS HEREBY ADJUDGED. ORDERED AND DECREED that Defendant Armstrong 
is guilty of 13 separate acts of Contempt of Court for his repeated failures to obey the Order 
and Judgment. As set forth above, the Order at all times was and remains valid and 
enforceable; Armstrong had knowledge of the Order, and the ability to comply with this 
Order. He willfully and repeatedly disobeyed the Court's Order. 
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IT IS FURTHER ADJUDGED. ORDERED AND DECREED that Defendant Gerald 



Armstrong is to be punished for the foregoing contempt by a fine of $200 for each separate 
violation (for a total of $2,600) and confinement in the County Jail for a period of two days 
(48 hours) for each separate violation (for a total of 26 days). Armstrong is to surrender 
himself to Marin County law enforcement officers for the enforcement of said penalties on or 
before February 10, 1998. Should Armstrong fail to do so, a bench warrant will be issued for 
his immediate arrest and incarceration until the fines imposed for his acts of contempt are 
satisfied. Should such a bench warrant be necessary, bail on the warrant is set at $10,000 (ten 
thousand dollars). 


DATED: T 



1998. 


GARYW. IHOMAS 


JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT 
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ANDREW H. WILSON, SEN 63209 
SHAUNA T. RAJKOWSKI, SBN 148239 
WILSON CAMPILONGO LLP 
115 Sansome Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, California 94104 
Telephone: (415) 391-3900 


Attorneys for Plaintiff 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY INTERNATIONAL 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF MARIN 


) 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY ) 

INTERNATIONAL, a California not-for-profit ) 

religious corporation, ) 

Plaintiff, ) 

vs. ) 

) 

GERALD ARMSTRONG; DOES 1 through 25, ) 

inclusive, ) 

) 

) 

) 

Defendants. ) 

__ l 


The People of the State of California to any peace officer of this state: 

On October 17, 1995 this Court entered an Order of Permanent Injunction against 
Defendant GERALD ARMSTRONG ("ARMSTRONG"). The Order prohibits ARMSTRONG 
from voluntarily assisting any persons litigating claims adverse to the "Beneficiaries" and 
prohibiting "works" discussing any of the Beneficiaries. The Order was valid. ARMSTRONG 

had knowledge of the Order. ARMSTRONG has the ability to comply with the Order. 

ARMSTRONG willfully disobeyed the Order on thirteen (13) separate occasions between 
September 2, 1997 and November 26, 1997, which were brought to the attention of this court on 
December 2, 1997 which on that date issued an Order to Show Cause re Contempt for those 


CASE NO. 152229 

BENCH WARRANT 
(CIVIL) 




1 violations. Said OSC re Contempt was heard by the Hon Gary W. Thomas on January 30, 1998 

2 and, on February 11, 1998 Judge Thomas signed the SECOND ORDER OF CONTEMPT, a true 

3 and correct copy of which is attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference as Exhibit A. 4 

4 YOU ARE THEREFORE ORDERED forthwith to arrest GERALD ARMSTRONG 

5 whose last known address: 715 Sir Francis Drake Boulevard, San Anselmo, CA 94960-1949 and 

6 bring him before this Court to show cause why he should not be punished for contempt for 

7 disobeying the mandate of this Court. 

8 Arrest under this bench warrant may be made at any time of the day or night. 


9 Bail is fixed in the sum of $ 10,000 (and pursuant to the ORDER OF CONTEMPT, 

in including a fine of $2600 OO and confinement in the fi'minrv Tail fnr s neriod not to exceed 26 



Exhibit H 



COPY 


Filed 10/19/05 


NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS 


ordered published for purposes of rule 977._—.. . - .—-—— — “ 


IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FIRST APPELLATE DISTRICT 


DIVISION FOUR 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL, 

Petitioner, 

v. 

THE SUPERIOR COURT OF MARIN 
COUNTY, 

Respondent; 

GERALD ARMSTRONG, 

Real Party in Interest. 


| Court«? Appeal First Appsitstc- I 

I OCT 19 m I 

; Diana Hsrfcsrv ■Ct'Kt f 

|By._ f- 

A107095 —^ 


(Marin County Super. Ct. Nos. 
15229, 157680, CV021632) 


In a petition for writ of certiorari, the Church of Scientology International (CSI) 
seeks an order compelling the trial court to reinstate sentences imposed upon Gerald 
Armstrong in earlier contempt proceedings. We grant the petition in part. 

L FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

In December 1986, the parties entered into a settlement agreement under which 
CSI paid Armstrong, a former Church member, $800,000 in exchange for his dismissal of 
claims against CSI. In addition, pursuant to paragraph 7.D. of the agreement, Armstrong 
agreed to maintain confidentiality concerning his experiences with CSI and not to publish 
orally or in writing any information about his experiences with or knowledge of CSI and 
its affiliated individuals and organizations. Paragraph 7.D. also contained a liquidated 



damag es provision under which Armstrong agreed that CSI was entitled to liquidated 
damages in the amount of $50,000 for each breach of the agreement. 1 

In February 1992, CSI filed a complaint against Armstrong alleging that he 
breached the settlement agreement by assisting counsel for other litigants against CSI and 
providing declarations in their cases describing his experiences with CSI. On October 
17, 1995, the court granted CSI’s motion for summary adjudication on four causes of 
action, concluding that Armstrong breached the settlement agreement entitling CSI to 
liquidated damages. The court found that Armstrong waived his First Amendment rights 
by signing the settlement agreement and rejected various challenges to the liquidated 
damages provision. The court also enjoined Armstrong from voluntarily assisting anyone 
other than a governmental entity engaged in litigation against CSI or defending a claim 
against it; facilitating the creation, publication, broadcast or writing of any work referring 
to CSI; or discussing CSI with anyone other than an immediate family member or his 
attorney. The court thereafter entered a judgment against Armstrong in the amount of 
$321,923—$300,000 in liquidated damages plus $21,923 in interest. In addition, the 


1 Paragraph 7.D. provides in relevant part: “Plaintiff [Armstrong] agrees never to 
create or publish or attempt to publish, and/or assist another to create for publication by 
means of magazine, article, book or other similar form, any writing or to broadcast or to 
assist another to create, write, film or video tape or audio tape any show, program or 
movie, or to grant interviews or discuss with others, concerning their experiences with 
the Church of Scientology, or concerning their personal or indirectly acquired knowledge 
or information concerning the Church of Scientology, L. Ron Hubbard or any of the 
organizations, individuals and entities listed in Paragraph 1 above. Plaintiff further 
agrees that he will maintain strict confidentiality and silence with respect to his 
experiences with the Church of Scientology and any knowledge or information he may 
have concerning the Church of Scientology, L. Ron Hubbard, or any of the organizations, 
individuals and entities listed in Paragraph 1 above.... Plaintiff agrees that if the terms 
of this paragraph are breached by him, that CSI and the other Releasees would be entitled 
to liquidated damages in the amount of $50,000 for each such breach. All monies 
received to induce or in payment for a breach of this Agreement, or any part thereof, shall 
be held in a constructive trust pending the outcome of any litigation over said breach. 

The amount of liquidated damages herein is an estimate of the damages that each party 
would suffer in the event this Agreement is breached. The reasonableness of the amount 
of such damages [is] hereto acknowledged by Plaintiff.” 
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court awarded CSI costs of $334,671.75. 2 This court dismissed Armstrong’s appeal from 
that judgment. 

On June 5, 1997, the court found Armstrong in contempt of its order enjoining him 
from assisting others in litigation against CSI. The court fined Armstrong $1,000 and 
ordered that he be confined in the county jail for a period not to exceed 48 hours. 
Armstrong did not appear at the hearing in the contempt proceedings and did not file any 
opposition or evidence. The court entered a second order of contempt on February 20, 
1998, finding that Armstrong violated the injunction in 13 separate incidents between 
September 2, 1997 and November 26, 1997, including disseminating a documentary work 
about CSI on the Internet. The court fined Armstrong $200 for each violation for a total 
of $2,600 and ordered that he be confined a total of 26 days in the county jail. Again, 
Armstrong failed to appear at the contempt proceedings. A third order to show cause re 
contempt proceeding was issued in December 2000. Armstrong filed an opposition to the 
court’s order to show cause but did not appear at the hearing. In his opposition, 
Armstrong admitted that he had violated the injunction but argued that he signed the 
settlement agreement under duress and that the injunction was unlawful. Armstrong 
further averred that he was living in British Columbia, Canada. At the hearing on 
January 17, 2001, the court found that the injunction was valid and that Armstrong 
violated it by making 131 postings on the Internet violating one or more provisions of the 
injunction, that he spoke in violation of the order at a public gathering in Florida on 
December 5, 1999, and that he gave a radio interview on December 10, 1999 that violated 
the injunction. The court noted that there were two outstanding warrants for Armstrong 
which resulted from the two previous contempt proceedings and deferred imposition of 
punishment on the present contempt pending Armstrong’s apprehension. 

On April 2, 2002, CSI filed another action for breach of contract against 
Armstrong again seeking to recover liquidated damages for Armstrong’s breaches of the 
settlement agreement. CSI alleged 201 breaches of paragraph 7.D. of the agreement 

2 It appears this judgment debt was never paid and, ultimately, was discharged in 
bankruptcy. 
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requiring Armstrong to maintain confidentiality about CSI and sought liquidated damages 
in the sum. of $10,050,000. Armstrong answered the complaint and admitted that he had 
breached paragraph 7.D. of the agreement more than 200 times. He alleged that the 
provisions of paragraph 7.D. of the agreement were illegal, unconstitutional and 
unenforceable and raised numerous affirmative defenses including unconscionability of 
the agreement and invalidity of the liquidated damages provision. 

On April 9,2004, the case was called for trial. At the outset, the court heard CSI’s 
motion in limin e to preclude Armstrong from introducing any evidence of defenses to the 
action on the grounds of collateral estoppel and res judicata. CSI argued that the 131 
breaches of the agreement for which it sought recovery had already been determined to 
violate the agreement and the injunction. The court took the motion in limine under 
submission and the parties proceeded with opening statements. 

After presentation of opening statements, the court granted the motion in limine, 
finding that 131 breaches of the agreement did occur, and that “these defenses” had been 
previously litigated. The court, however, found that it would be unconscionable to 
“punish” Armstrong with liquidated damages in excess of the $800,000 he received as - a 
benefit under the settlement agreement. Noting that Armstrong had previously been 
“sanctioned” in the sum of $300,000, the court entered judgment for CSI in the amount of 
$500,000. 

Dining the course of the proceedings, the court, with the agreement of the parties,, 
consolidated the sentencing hearing on the third contempt proceeding with the trial on 
CSI’s current complaint With respect to the contempt, the court discharged the previous 
bench warrants on the contempt citations of June 5, 1997 and February 20, 1998 and 
ordered that the jail time imposed on the citations be deemed served. On the third 
contempt citation, the court sentenced Armstrong to five days in jail and imposed a fine 
of $1,000 which was ordered “concurrent with the judgment.” The court further ordered 
that the jail time was deemed served by Armstrong’s appearance in court. 
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n. DISCUSSION 


CSI petitions for a writ of certiorari to address the court’s order on the contempt 
proceedings against Armstrong. 3 As CSI acknowledges, the court’s order in the 
contempt proceedings is final and conclusive and is not an appealable order. (Code Civ. 
Proc., § 1222; Butler v. Butler (1967) 255 Cal.App.2d 132, 135-136.) The court’s order, 
therefore, may be reviewed only upon certiorari if it is in excess of the court’s 
jurisdiction. {Taylor v. Superior Court (1942) 20 Cal.2d 244, 246.) CSI has standing to 
seek such review. {Id. at p. 247 [since petitioner is person for whose protection the 
injunction was granted, he is a party beneficially interested in the ruling complained of 
within the meaning of Code Civ. Proc., § 1069].) 

CSI is correct that the trial court had no jurisdiction to alter the sentences imposed 
in the first two contempt proceedings. “[Jjudgments and orders of a court or judge made 
in cases of contempt are final and conclusive ([Code Civ. Proc.,] § 1222), and the court or 
judge retains no jurisdiction to alter a completed judicial act.” {County of Lake v. 

Superior Court (1977) 67 Cal.App.3d 815, 818.) Nor is there evidence to support 
Armstrong’s claim that what occurred was actually a remission of punishment. No 
motion or request to remit was made at the hearing; the court merely announced its 
intention to “discharge the jail and the ... contempt punishment[] with the entry of the 
judgment of $500,000.” After brief arguments from counsel, the court issued its order 
that the contempts were “deemed served.” In any event, there were no circumstances in 
the record justifying a remission of the sentences. “In unusual cases, even though a 
contempt judgment is sustained, if the violation was the result of an honest mistake of 
law, and compliance is ultimately obtained [italics added], either the trial or appellate 
court may grant a remission of punishment [italics omitted].” (8 Witkin, Cal. Procedure 
(4th ed. 1997) Enforcement of Judgment, § 347, p. 355; see City of Vernon v. Superior 
Court (1952) 39 Cal.2d 839, 842-843.) Although Armstrong offers many .arguments to 
support his position his sentences should have been remitted—for example, that his 

3 CSI appealed from the judgment for liquidated damages but subsequently moved • 
to dismiss the appeal. We granted the motion. 
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violations of title agreement were expressions of Ms religious beliefs—he has not argued 
or shown that in violating the injunction he operated under an honest mistake of law. 

And, A rms trong makes no claim that he has complied, or will ever comply, with the 
injunction. Indeed, he repeated at oral argument Ms position that compliance is “literally 
impossible.” We conclude therefore that the court’s judgment here discharging the bench 
warrants on the contempt citations of June 5, 1997 and February 20, 1998 and deemmg 
the sentences served was in error. 

Armstrong makes several arguments challenging the validity of the contempt . 
orders. He contends that the first contempt order was improper because he was within Ms 
-rights to submit a declaration in a CSI litigation matter despite the contract proMbiting 
him from doing so because he was reporting a crime to the court. He urges that the 
second and third contempt orders violate Ms First Amendment right to the free exercise 
of his religion. Armstrong, however, is foreclosed from challenging the merits of the 
contempt orders in this writ proceeding. 4 The contempt orders are final. (Code Giv. 
Proc., § 1222.) 

CSI asserts that the court erred in its sentencing of Armstrong on the third 
contempt citation. The court sentenced Armstrong to five days in jail and fined him 
$ 1,000 concurrent with the judgment in the breach of contract action. The court deemed 
the jail time served by Armstrong’s appearance in court. WMle the court had the 
discretion to determine the sentence on the basis of the evidence and within the scope of 
Code of Civil Procedure section 1218 (see 6 Witkin & Epstein, Cal. Criminal Law (3d ed. 
2000) Criminal Judgment, § 155, p. 183), its linking of the compensatory damages of the 
contract action with the contempt fine was in error (see In re Wales (1957) 153 
Cal.App.2d 117,119 [“a contempt proceeding is not a civil action, either at law or in 
equity, but is a separate proceeding of a criminal nature [citations] notwithstanding the 
recognized practice to prosecute the contempt in the cause or proceeding out of wMch it 

4 As CSI points out, Armstrong did not seek review of the trial court’s ruling on 
the validity of the injunction or the court’s determination that Ms defenses had been 
previously litigated. 
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arose ...Bailey v. Superior Court (1956) 142 Cal.App.2d 47, 54 [court erred in 
awarding compensatory damages in contempt action]). The court simply had no 
authority to order the fine in the contempt proceeding “concurrent” with the judgment in 
the civil action. 

m. DISPOSITION 

The petition for writ of certiorari is granted in part. The trial court is directed to 
reinstate the sentences previously imposed on Armstrong for the contempt citations of 
June 5, 1997 and February 20, 1998 and to reinstate the fine on the third contempt 
citation. The parties are to bear their own costs. 
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RIVERA, J. 


We concur: 


SEPULVEDA, Acting P. J. 


MUNTER, J.* 


* Judge of the Superior Court of San Francisco County, assigned by the Chief 
Justice pursuant to article VI, section 6 of the California Constitution. 

A107095 
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Exhibit I 



ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY (Name, address and telephone #): 

Kendrick Moxon 

3055 Wilshire Blvd. Suite 900 

Los Angeles, CA 90010 

STATE BAR NO: 

ATTORNEY FOR (Name): 

FOR COURT USE ONLY 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF MARIN 

3501 Civic Center Drive 

P.O. Box 4988 

San Rafael, CA 94913-4988 


PETITIONER/PLAINTIFF: Church of Scientology Int 


RESPONDENT/DEFENDANT: Gerald Armstrong 



BODY ATTACHMENT AND WARRANT OF ARREST 

CASE NUMBER: 

CV 021632 


TO THE SHERIFF OF THE COUNTY OF ^_ Marin _, WITHIN THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA^ 

YOU ARE COMMANDED TO ARREST (name): _ Gerald Armstrong _ 

and bring him/her before this Court, or the nearest court if in session, for the setting of bail in the amount of the warrant or to 
release on the person's own recognizance. Any person so arrested shall be released from custody if he/she cannot be brought 
before the court within 12 hours of arrest, and the person shall not be arrested if the court will not be in session during the 12-hour 
period following the arrest You are further commanded to make your arrest between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. and 
not on Saturdays, Sundays or holidays. 

□ Approved for nighttime service. (Penal Code § 840) 

Physical Description and Address of Person to be Arrested: 

Sex: O M CD F Height:. 5 1 8 11 Weight: 140 _ Hair Color: Brown Eve Color: Hazel _ 

Race: caucas Age: 60 _ Date of Birth: ! 8/10/46 other: mustach _ 

The last know address of the person to be arrested is: #2-46298 Yale Road, Chilliwac, B.C, 

V2P 2P6 

Urgency Finding: Canada 

a. QP The court finds that urgency and materiality dictates the person’s immediate presence in court which precludes 

the use of the promise to appear process as provided in Code of Civil Procedure § 1993(b)(11), 

b. CD The court makes no finding as to the urgency and materiality, therefore, this person may be released upon a 

promise to appear as follows: DATE:__ TIME:__ LOCATION:_ 

Reason for Arrest: 

a. CD Failing to appear on_, pursuant to the subpoena or court order, served on_. 

b. CD Failing to appear on __, for order of examination (CCP §§ 491.160, 708.170) served on_ 

c. CD Failure of witness to attend hearing (CCP § 1993) on_, served on_. 

d. CD Failure to Appear Notice was not issued due to the urgency of the person's immediate presence. (CCP § 1993(a)(2)) 

e. £3 Other (specify): sentence of contempt 28 days _ 

Bail: Set at $ N/A _. 


Expiration: This warrant will expire on thejdat§^gHhe hearing stated above or, if no hearing is set, on Qctober 5 , 2010 


Executed at San Rafael, California . 




On: 


‘Ji±m ji 




ales 




o 


VJUDGE OF THE MARIN COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT 




Pv 


CV026WB 


WARRANT OF ARREST 

Rev. 8/07 
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Excerpts from “Scientology critic Gerry Armstrong discusses L. 
Ron Hubbard and his days as a Scientology member” 

William Ramsey Investigates 
September 13, 2019 

“Scientology critic Gerry Armstrong discusses L. Ron Hubbard and his days as a 

Scientology member” 

WILLIAM RAMSEY: Welcome to William Ramsey Investigates. On tonight's show a 
very special guest someone who's really a legend, his name is Gerry Armstrong. Gerry 
with the G E R R Y. And he was an early member of Scientology but not just an 
ordinary member he was really within the inner circle of L Ron Hubbard's group and he's 
going to tell really it's kind of another saga of some of these other stories that I've covered 
recently but this saga of Gerry Armstrong and how he got into Scientology and what 
happened while he was in and then why he left. ... But it's really an honor for me to have 
Gerry Armstrong with me tonight. Gerry, are you there? 

GERRY ARMSTRONG: Yeah and thanks for that intro. 

WILLIAM RAMSEY: Thank you. Well thank you for agreeing to the interview. It's 
really a pleasure for me as somebody who's kind of followed Scientology and L Ron 
Hubbard to have somebody who knew him firsthand. So, for people who don't know 
your name, can you talk a little bit about yourself and how you made those first steps into 
this group called Scientology? 

GERRY ARMSTRONG: Sure. I first heard of Scientology in early 1969 ... The 
promises of Scientology were presented in the scientific context and Hubbard used 
scientific terms, and I understood what the promises were. I understood, you know, 
something of the procedure to get there and I understood the great ethics that would be 
required to accomplish attaining these great goals... So, I understood what that meant and 
that is why I got in — along with the desire or the need to be part of this group which 
claimed in their scientific terms to be saving mankind. Like man had no hope with 
religion, no hope with medicine, no hope with psychiatry, no hope with meditation or 
anything like that. The hope was solely Scientology. 

GERRY ARMSTRONG: .... Hubbard was on board during most of those years and I 
would occasionally see him and occasionally have reasons to communicate with him... 
And in Dunedin I was in the L Ron Hubbard's External Communications Bureau and my 
office was adjacent to his office... And then I was assigned - this is a long story — but I 
was assigned by him to the RPF the Rehabilitation Project Force which is the Sea Org 
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penal colonies or prisons. It's a re-education punishment and re-education camp that the 
organization maintains in various places. 

WILLIAM RAMSEY: And didn't you have to like run from task to task, too? So there 
were other kind of kind of demeaning activities... running from task to task and also like, 
weren't there like some kind of repetitive jobs that you had to do send out my mailers or 
something like that I can't remember? 

GERRY ARMSTRONG: Well, yes. We had we had the most, you know, basic, basic 
jobs like cleaning the bathrooms, you know, taking care of the garbage. That was a usual 
routine. So we got the cleaning, got some construction work because, you know, there 
were a hundred people who had to put them to work so we involved in construction, in 
painting.... all kinds of activities where they needed a workforce. And we received 1/4 
wages so the standard wages at that time were 17 dollars and 20 cents a week. So when 
you were assigned to the RPF it was reduced to four dollars and 30 cents a week. You 
had to as you mentioned you had to run everywhere. ... 

GERRY ARMSTRONG: My first view of him was looking in from I think it's called the 
promenade deck into his research room window and he was sitting at his desk. And I 
noticed how incredibly huge his forearms were. I think he had a short sleeve shirt on. At 
some point I observed that. He was a physically big man. He was fatter than I expected 
him to be. And he was fatter than you would want your superhuman, OT guru leader to 
be. Nevertheless, he was a very big man. He had a very big deep voice. 

There was a couple of times when I had exchanges with him and was very close to him 
and was discussing a particular point with him. I got the idea that he was.... like he 
would become sort of beady-eyed as if he was, you know, looking into my mind in some 
way. And in my new afraid, you know, state of mind, it was a bit unnerving but I kind of 
had to maintain my cool. In the same way that I would act around.... 

And I had to study Scientology while on board, study Hubbard’s teachings and listen to 
his tapes and be fully indoctrinated in Scientology, submit to being audited and generally 
live the life of a Scientologist while pretending, as far as the world was concerned, that 
this was a business management company. 


WILLIAM RAMSEY: And that was really one of the big objectives was to obtain that 
tax exemption and declare Scientology a religious organization? Correct? And so when 
that happened in '93 that was huge what Scientologists would call a win, right? Once 
that exemption came through? 

GERRY ARMSTRONG: Right. In fact they had a big celebration — the War is Over. 
The war that they said they had with the IRS. The problem with all of this is that the IRS 
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and Justice and other elements of the Federal Government knew that Scientology was 
abusing the human rights of its members and it's fair game targets like myself. ... 

Now, a number of those people have been silenced and are afraid to speak out. ... In 
California they have been able to obtain an injunction which prohibits me from saying 
one word about my Scientology experiences or knowledge and commits the 
Scientologists and all their agents, all of the lawyers, all of their directors, officers and 
employees and volunteers to say whatever they want and I cannot respond - or $50,000 
per utterance. 

WILLIAM RAMSEY: When did that come into place? 

GERRY ARMSTRONG: 1991 

WILLIAM RAMSEY: And it’s a permanent injunction? 

GERRY ARMSTRONG: Yes. So this [issue/interview?] with you would be $50,000. 
And there are jail sentences awaiting me in California. 

WILLIAM RAMSEY: Under what.... For what cause? What jail.... Why jail? 

GERRY ARMSTRONG: For contempt of court. 

GERRY ARMSTRONG: Sure. I think it's kind of obvious with the Scientologists 
literature that they consider that they are mankind's only hope. ... And these are pumped 
into Scientologists’ minds so they come away with the idea that we’re the only hope and 
therefore we must destroy whatever threatens mankind's only hope. 

WILLIAM RAMSEY: And we're at an hour, 45 minutes. Just as incredible, amazing 
interview, Gerry. I'm really just pleased and really grateful for you to take that time out. 
Is there anything I missed? Anything you would like to add? Can you talk about your 
website as well, please? 

GERRY ARMSTRONG: Well, my wife Caroline and I have five websites. At least one 
is the Suppressive Person dot org and that deals with confronting and exposing the 
Suppressive Person doctrine and standing up on behalf of Suppressive Persons. There’s a 
Gerryarmstrong.org. There’s a Gerryarmstrong.ca. There’s a Gerry Armstrong Op, or 
operation. This is the operation that they've had going against me — multiple parts, 
multiple people involved including US government personnel ever since I left so the 
beginning of 1982 so going into now 38 years. Yeah. I guess we can we can leave it 
there. There's so much more that we could talk about... 
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Exhibit K 



10 / 21/2020 


Scientology Black Propaganda Explained By Gerry Armstrong - Corey Andrews' Blog 


COREY ANDREWS' BLOG 

f -\ 

= MENU 

s_> 



Scientology Black Propaganda Explained 
By Gerry Armstrong 


https://coreyjandrews.wordpress.com/2020/07/30/scientology-black-propaganda-explained-by-gerry-armstrong/ 
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10 / 21/2020 


Scientology Black Propaganda Explained By Gerry Armstrong - Corey Andrews' Blog 


2020 has indeed been an eventful year for us all, with many unexpected surprises. In a 
recent string of emails with Gerry Armstrong, we were discussing the flood of black PR 
that has been ongoing for quite some time now. 

Gerry said: 

Lies, black propaganda, libel, those sorts of things, go on and on. Hutchison, and her 
“followers,” black PR people - you, Alanzo and me — for Rinder. And, of course, for the 
rest of the controlled opposition, and for the Scientologists. 

Black PR only starts when a black PR communication stops. Taking down a black PR 
post does nothing to end the black PR. Only correcting the black PR, telling the truth 
behind the lies, i.e., repentance, reduces the evil done. 

Wanting a more in-depth explanation of black PR, I asked for further clarification. 

“Black PR only starts when a black PR communication stops." 

I asked him if that was a typo. 

I’ve made the entirety of Gerry’s response public. 


THE ENDLESSNESS OF SCIENTOLOGY BLACK 
PROPAGANDA AND FAIR GAME 


from: Gerry Armstrong 
to: Corey Andrews 

date: Fri, Jul 24,4:39 PM 

subject: The endlessness of black propaganda 
Hi Corey: 

Thanks for your help. 


You asked if my sentence “Black PR only starts when a black PR communication stops” is, 
or contains, a typo. I’ve made this response something you can post in full if you want. 


https://coreyjandrews.wordpress.com/2020/07/30/scientology-black-propaganda-explained-by-gerry-armstrong/ 
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Scientology Black Propaganda Explained By Gerry Armstrong - Corey Andrews' Blog 


No, it’s not a typo. I’ve written quite a lot about this phenomenon. E.g.: http://armstrong- 
op.gerryarmstrong.ca/a-letter-to-mike-rinder-your-victim-speaks-up-part-2-february- 
20 - 2018 - 2 / 

This subject has come up a lot because of the campaign to position Rathbun and then 
Rinder as super-opponents or “top-critics” of the Scientology cult, who are exposing the 
Scientologists’ crimes and ending the abuses. The idea being pushed is that because 
Rinder and Rathbun are (supposedly) no longer black PRing their victims like me, my 
criticisms of them are wrong, and their victim is an evil bastard for wanting them to tell 
the truth that corrects their lies. 

But Rathbun, Rinder, Shelton, de la Carriere, Hutchison, et al.’s black PRing of their victims 
does not stop. It will not stop in their lifetimes. They remain unrepentant black 
propagandists, and they are being and doing so with the knowledge that they are serving 
the Scientology cultists’ nefarious purposes. The organized black PRing of persons in the 
Suppressive Person class is both demonic and criminal. 

You can tell the deep hatred for me they brought out of the cult with them, since it has 
persisted in their uncorrected black propaganda. Remember that Rinder had been formally 
originating, disseminating, teaching and enforcing black PR on me for twenty plus years, 
and getting paid handsomely (relatively speaking) to do it. So there are a lot of corrections 
for him to make. Hutchison says she’s a “never-in,” but she is a Rinder surrogate for that 
very big niche. 

Not correcting black PR is supposed to generate and reinforce the idea that the black PR 
isn’t black PR at all, but the truth. Logic says that a person like Rinder doing so much to 
seemingly correct Scientology abuses and fair game would certainly correct his own lies 
and black PR — unless what his victim says is black PR is actually the truth. I’ve written 
about this “double-curve” device a number of times. 

By not correcting [Rathbun and Rinder’s] black PR — while pretending they have made 
amends and corrected the wrongs they perpetrated — they now attempt to generate an 
illusion that their lies were not lies and their black PR was not black PR, and their most fair 
gamed victim deserved it. What I deserved, they communicate, is an illegal, 
conscienceless, filthy rich, criminal conspiracy depriving me of my rights, and even my 
person. 

If I didn’t deserve their victimization, it would reason — now that they present themselves 
as truth-tellers, as whistle-blowers, as understanding, compassionate, courageous and 
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capable — they would have said my victimization was undeserved, and they would have 
acted to undo the undeserved victimization. 

Beyond argument, they both know, but will not admit, that what they did and made others 
do to silence or destroy me was undeserved. It was undeserved by common human social 
and legal standards, by the Scientologists’ own published public scriptures, and by God. 

After leaving the Sea Org, Rathbun and Rinder did not just step away from the black PR 
they had propagated for their conspiracy, and leave their black PR to continue to work its 
evil. They have actively originated and disseminated more black propaganda targeting me 
since claiming, post-Sea Org, to be telling the truth. They have actively continued criminal 
frame-ups they know are criminal frame-ups. They have continued to apply the same PR 
tech they learned from Hubbard and applied all their years in the SO. There has been no 
moral U-Turn. 

Hutchison does the same thing with a more direct approach, flat out asserting that there 
is nothing wrong in her black PR attacks on you, and presumably also in her black PRing of 
Alanzo and me in association with you. Because she hasn’t told the truth — that her black 
PR is black PR — then, her logic quite obviously says, no correction is needed, or even 
possible. You can’t correct what isn’t wrong. 

Here are some quotes from her blog where she stresses this theme: 

I did not remove it in order to hide anything or because I was ashamed of anything I 
wrote. I removed it to attempt to stop the maliciousness and bullying. I removed it as a 
sign of good faith hoping that there would be quid pro quo. I tried to extend an olive branch 
so there would be a cease fire. 

This has not been the case. 

Since this has not worked I am reposting this article because there is simply no reason to 
have removed it. If I am to be damned no matter what, then I am going to stand by my 
original position and no longer be bullied into submitting. 

+++++ 

I have publicly posted the entirety of my interactions with Corey. 

Not once had I done anything wrong to him. 

++++ 

Remember, none of this comes solely from me. It comes from many people. You have to 
decide for yourselves whether all these people suddenly decided to join together for no 
reason at all to create a conspiracy of lies against an innocent person or, more 
believably, we are all indeed telling the truth. 
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+++++ 

As for me, where Corey is concerned I tried. I never did anything wrong to him. 


+++++ 

I stand behind the blog I wrote about him after that situation. My feelings about his 
character and actions are unchanged. 

Actually that is untrue, they have since changed. 

I am even more firm in my opinion of this man than I was at that time given his 
subsequent actions. 

[my bold] 

Gerry 
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Many of my friends are ex-scientologists &, I am critical of Scientology 
&, Anti-Scientology. I saw the inside of anti-scientology like many exes 
saw the inside of Scientology. Just like them, I left and exposed what I 
saw in anti-scientology. View all posts by Corey Andrews 
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OCTOBER 17, 2020 BY CLERK1 


New Russian Invasion 
Identified in Canada 

Recently, in Chilliwack, British Columbia, a community one hundred kilometers due 
east of Vancouver on Canada's west coast, a whole field of chamomile flowers has 
been discovered. They have also been spotted along country roads and freeways 
and appear to be spreading toward the eastern provinces. Chamomile, of course, 
is Russia's national flower, widely considered just an adorable and humble little 
bloom, but now thought to be something very sinister. The name comes from the 
Greek and means... 
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AUGUST 9, 2020 BY CLERK1 

Lying for Liars, Your Ideal PR 
Job 

Mike Rinder Cc: Stefani Hutchison Dear Mike: I have been informed that pursuant 
to a DMCA claim Stefani Hutchison has had three documents taken down that 
Corey Andrews had posted to his WordPress site. These are articles Hutchison 
wrote and published for the purpose of black PRing Andrews, Allen Stanfield and 
me. She then removed two of the black PR articles, but has done nothing to correct 
their lying and black PR. Hutchison's articles are nasty, her use of the DMCA to hide 
her lies... 
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AUGUST 5, 2020 BY CLERK1 

Alexander L. Dvorkin, PhD 
responds to USCIRF operative 
Jason Morton 

ABOUT THE "MINISTRY OF TRUTH" OF AMERICAN CULT APOLOGISTS ORAN 
ANSWER TO JASON MORTON "The further a society drifts from the truth, the more 
it will hate those who speak it." George Orwell They say that if you add 1 percent of 
lie to 99 percent of truth, the result is 100% lie. In the recently published document 
"Anti-cult movement and religious legislation in Russia and the former Soviet 
Union"[1] published by the United States Commission on International Religious 
Freedom ... 
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JULY 30, 2020 BY CLERK1 

Remember, Rinder is paid to 
lie 

On July 26, Mike Rinder blogged an article "Let the Fair Gaming Begin (Again)" about 
being fair gamed by the Miscavige sect's agent following Rinder's recent podcast 
with Leah Remini, https://www.mikerindersblog.org/let-the-fair-gaming-begin- 
again/ Commenter Paul: So Mike, this new podcast of yours gives you the 
opportunity to address the "Fair gaming" you undertook on Gerry Armstrong. I 
think it's time you spoke about all the shit you did with him in the 80's, especially 
those meetings that... 
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Satanic Luciferianism By Any 
Other Name 

Scientology presents as Luciferianism. Contriver of the subject, and founder and 
operator of the cult, L. Ron Hubbard presented as Lucifer. He wrote as Lucifer, 
spoke as Lucifer, and acted as Lucifer. Not long before he died, Hubbard even 
bragged in one of his many scriptural "technical bulletins" that he was, in fact, 
Lucifer. Expressing this scientologically, "the big being in the body known as Ron in 
a past life had been the big being known as Lucifer." Hubbard couched his bulletin 
as a ... 
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APRIL 26, 2020 BY CLERK1 

Dead Agent Walking 

Michael Hobson writes: So Gerry, since you still have that Dead Agent page up 
about me... Hobson is right. This is a DA page on him: 

http://gerryarmstrong.ca/michael-hobson-and-me/ It is a DA page for obvious 
reasons. 1. He published a mess of malignant propaganda on me; and DAing 
malignant PR and malignant propagandists is an often recommended response. 2. 
My DA material is factual, supported with sound documentation. Indeed it is a 
peaceful, analytical, defensible, and effective ... 
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Legal and Disclaimer 



i‘ Tilmj.ii Elanishcn 


Gerry Armstrong and Caroline Letkeman are solely responsible for gerryarmstrong.org. All pages, documents, 
photos, drawings and other materials are Copyright 2002, 2003 by Gerry Armstrong and Caroline Letkeman 
unless otherwise noted. We have made every effort to ensure that documents or data provided here are 
accurate and complete. We cannot, however, guarantee that there will be no errors. We make no warranty, 
expressed or implied, including the warranties of merchantability and fitness for a particular purpose, and we 
assume no legal liability for the accuracy, completeness, or usefulness of any documents or data on this site. If 
you find any errors, please communicate them to caroline@ gerr varmstron g.org. 

This is an entirely non-commercial site. Its content is intended to be critical of the human and civil rights 
violations, abuses, fraud and criminality of the Scientology enterprise. If we failed in this intention, we 
l§§#logize. (Neither Gerry Armstrong, Caroline Letkeman or gerryarmstrong.org is affiliated with or sponsored 
or authorized by any Scientology organization, and in no way or measure whatsoever do we support 
Scientology's rights violations, abuses, fraud or criminality. 

We are fully aware that many documents herein, and gerryarmstrong.org itself, are prima facie violations of an 
llii unGtldhS le.;SelehtologSeult/bbtained in^lilbmi^Superidr'QbuiTagaltisLI ^^^ ^^Wtroug- andWyone 

adegally ampefmissiblewiolation pf puLciyil rights to TreedobLof speechffe religion/<fi:eedout' of 

and that the Injunction was obtained by the Scientology cult 
by fraud, threat and other illegal means. We therefore believe that we are legally and completely justified in 
webbing and making available the information and documents on this site. 

We hope that court papers on gerryarmstrong.org from Gerry Armstrong's litigations with Scientology, or 
documents from related legal proceedings, assist attorneys against the cult and assist its victims and opponents 
in their defenses from the cult's legal predations, in seeking redress for its attacks or abuse, and in prosecuting 
its criminal activities. We are aware that any help the site might be to people abused or persecuted by 

and legally justified in providing whatever assistance to wogs ® or to Scientologists that the site can in any 
way be. There is no way, of course, of knowing if we are assisting, so please let us know , or send other 
materials to us that you think could help us help even more. 

We are very aware that the Scientology organization is the most notorious abuser of copyright law in the 
world. The cult uses this commercial law to suppress discussion, prevent people from making informed 
decisions, and as a "legal" weapon to attack and fair game critics of its abuses and criminality. Scientology is 
no respecter of the fair use guarantee of copyrights, and consequently is no respecter of the benefits the fair 
use doctrine gives to society; namely, teaching, scholarship, criticism, comment, reporting and research. 
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Scientology seeks to triumph, and attain its goal of world domination, by suppressing or destroying these 
societal blessings. [I] 

The formulators of the fair use right of copyright could not have predicted that any persons or organization 
would have the malevolent intent and hubris to use commercial copyright law to hide their public libels of 
people or to keep secret their manuals directing criminal acts against their human targets. Thus there is no 
mention of limiting or curtailing tortious or criminal conduct as a public benefit in national or international 
copyright acts. But it is for this public good, as well as for the various copyright acts’ stated benefits of 
education, scholarship, criticism, research, etc., that we have included on this site complete versions of certain 
Scientology copyrighted documents. We have included Scientology’s published attacks on our persons, its 
black PR disseminations, publications ordering criminal conduct, and any other category of the cult's 
documents pursuant to our fair use right granted by copyright law, and pursuant to our common law right to 
self defense. See, e.g.," Sq uirrels .”. ’’ Who is Gerry Armstron g. " and ’’ Dept of Govt Affairs .” It is also needful 
to include some Scientology documents in their entirety to eliminate any validity to the cult's charge, which it 
has the bad habit of making with critics of its abusive or noxious policies or directives, that its statements are 
being taken out of context. 

In a number of instances our parodies require our use of Scientology's photographic images because the humor 
in the parodies derives from that particular use, without which they would neither be humorous nor parodies. 
See, e.g., this p age. Parodies and other jokes directed at Scientology are also included pursuant to the fair use 
right of copyright law, and the right to self defense, since it is the traditional, inalienable self defense right of 
the abused and oppressed to poke fun at their abusers and oppressors. Our use of Scientology's images or other 
materials is specifically encouraged by copyright law exactly as we have used them. 

In all instances where we have used Scientology's, or anyone else's, materials, documents or images, we have 
mentioned their source and author, if these are known or available. If we have failed to properly mention or 
credit the source and author of any materials, documents or images on the site please advise us at 
caroline @gerr varmstron g.org and we will correct the omission immediately. 

For further information regarding our position on copyrights, fair use and Scientology's copyright terrorism, 
see Caroline’s letter to Scientolo g y cult leader David Miscavi ge in response to his cult's attack on her own 
website. 


[1] See: 

a) U.S. code on Copyright, particularly Title 17, Section 107 (Fair Use) 
http://liimirror.warwick.ac.Uk/uscode/l 7/107.html 

b) Berne Convention [ http://www.law.comell.edu/treaties/beme/10.html ] 
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I am told that Gerry Armstrong is going to be in San Francisco, Cali, I believe for a 
anti-$cientology lecture/conference within the next couple of weeks (late October 2020). I am a 
fervent admirer and I can't wait to get the exact date/time so I can go listen to him, mask and all! 


JA2600, Yesterday at 2:19 PM 


#257 

^ Like x 1 



JA2600 said: t 

I am told that Gerry Armstrong is going to be in San Francisco, Cali, I believe for a 
anti-$cientology lecture/conference within the next couple of weeks (late October 
2020). I am a fervent admirer and I can't wait to get the exact date/time so I can go 
listen to him, mask and all! 


sublimeme 

Member 


Sounds great, I wish I would be in California, so I could see him speak. Anyhow I hope someone 
uploads a video of it (jjp 1 

sublimeme, Yesterday at.3:37 PM #258 


^ Like x 1 



JA2600 said: | 

I am told that Gerry Armstrong is going to be in San Francisco, Cali, I believe for a 
anti-$cientology lecture/conference within the next couple of weeks (late October 
2020). I am a fervent admirer and I can't wait to get the exact date/time so I can go 
listen to him, mask and all! 


TorontosRoot 

Member 


Likely will be virtual due to the pandemic. If not, double mask if you know what I mean. ^ 

TorontosRoot, Yesterday at.4:10. PM #259 
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Likely will be virtual due to the pandemic. If not, double mask if you know what I 
mean. tO. 

I heard similarly, Gerry Armstrong will be physically present in San Francisco by the end of this 
month - oct 2020 - to speak against the cult of money grabbing wanna be a religion, aka 
Scientology. As far as I know the talk will be available virtually, but he will be present, live, in San 
Francisco. If/When I get exact details I will post it. Feel free to post too if you find out first. 


If anyone can be there IRL don't be stupid, wear a mask. 

NotGA, Yesterday, at 4;52 PM #260 

^ Like x 1 
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